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Yage 1+ Line 1. for bad r. bath, P. 7. 1. 9. for ther. this Rule, P. 10. 1. 22. for be 
} r, we, Þ. 16. 1. 3. for 1638 r. 1638, Þ, 22.1. 3 a fin. r. takes, P. 28. 1, 2, r, 
Article, Þ. 31.1. 2. for book r. look, P. 33. 1. 7: dele the before Feruſalem, ibid. 1. 19. 
r. Magdeburg. P. 36-1. 8, and 12. for reaping r. ripping, Cut off Fol. 39, and 40. be- 
ing the Title Page before the Poſtſcript, P. 42:1. 25. for cover'd r. Coeval, P. 46, 
}. 2. a fin. r. Full. P. 48. 1. 10. for i. e. two r. 1ſt, and 24d, ibid 1. 32. r. obſerve, P, 
49. l. 2. I-90, P. 50. 1. 3. a fin. r. Pol. ibid 1, 7. a fin. r. ſerves, P. 51. 1, 3. I. an- 
(wer, ibid 1. 3. a fin, r. «Lig, ibid 1. 21. a fin, r. Num: 23. 9. Þ. 52. 1. 19, r. 
£YxKauyouoy, P. 53.1. 1. for mind r. mine, P. 54. 1: 3.2 fin. I. miſrepreſents him,P. 55: 
1. 27.r.Vilis, 1. 9. a fin. r. utique and for ile r, illo, 1, 8. a fin. r. ignotus, P. 56,1. 
3. a fin. r. Fretell, P, 57. l. 17. r. Pſalms about, P. 58. 1. 26. for impious r, impure, 
P. 60. L 5. a fin. I. aivhont, P. 61.1. 3. A fin. after vor add only, P. 62. 1. 19, for 
ſer r. ſeu, ibid 1. g. a fin. for fourth r. fifth, Þ. 63. 1. 25. for Coequal r, Coeval, P. 
G4. 1. 3+ a fin. r. Fudeos, P. 65.1. 7. dele uſed, P. 66. 1. 12, after Lxx add or, ibid 
1. 16. r; Originals, ibid 1. 30. r. inſerted, ibid 1. 13. a fin. for of r: by, ibid 1. g, a fin. 
T. Argument, ibid 1. 3. a fin. for and r. ©, ibid 1. 2. a fin.r, ſcripturam, P. 67,1. laſt 
r. Conſtabit, P. 68. 1. 28. I. pereant, ibid 1. 31. for 2000 r. 6000, ibid 1. 34. r. that 0 

the Hebrew, ibid 1. 17. r. Autolyc, P. 6g 1. 10. Tr. uſque and proem, ibid 1, 16, for theſe 
r, this, P.7 0.1. 12. afin. for above r. about ibid 1. 23. r. Cod. reg ys. 


There are other Faults of the Preſs, occation'd by the Authors diftance from it, 
which the Candid Reader is defired to oyerlook, 
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A FURTHER 


VINDICATION 


DISSENTERS 


Mr. G 1P P's Unjuſt Accuſations. 


CHAP. I. 


Containing fome Animadverſions on bis Firſt Chapter. 


T had been obſerved of the Authors of the moſt inconſiftent Um-truths, that 
by often reporting them, they come at laft to believe 'em:themſetves, and 
with a. recolle&cd Effrontery to recommend 'em to the eafie World as un- 
doubted and unconteftable Verities: | 

The Reverend Refor of Bury-in Tancaſhire, has given ſuch a' diſcovery of 
this Spirit as will hardly admit of a Parallel, In a Sermon of: his he ad- 
vanced a vile Charge againſt'the Presbyterians of 'Corrupting the Word of 

God by Miſ-printing ye for we in As 6. 3. A Charge ſo black, 'ſoſenſeleſs, fo in- 
conſiſtent with their known Principles, ſo weakly grounded, that none but ſuch as 
have abandon'd the Charity,which 1s Effential to a Chriſtian, and ſacrificed the Regen 
which conftitutes a Mar, to the abſurdeft Prejudices, can entertain it under any 
other Chara&ter, than that of a. malitious'and hilly Catamny. I have fully prove 
it to be ſuch immy Remarks on bis Sermon, 'and have charitably caall'd upon 'him to 

to God, and conſult his 'own Peace in a dying Hour, by .acknowledg- 


give Glor 
- ing his Offence againſt God, in whoſe Name he hath publiſhed the Vileft of Fal 
: A I 
2 8 


«SS 
Tt would have contributed-more to his preſent Reputation and future Comfort, ® 
ingenuouſly to have retratted an wicharirable Preſumption , than to have attempted © 
-to confirm-his Gharge,.as he calls it, by a Defence of his Firft-Arguments which is 
ſo very weak, that it not only convincingly Fuſtifies the Diſſenters againſt his Accu- 
ſations, but condemns himſelt to be a Man that can aſſume the Liberty to 
affirm any thing. be it never ſo falſe and abſurd, when it ſerves to expoſe an ad- 
verſe Party. This will evidently appear when I have confidered. his Defence, and 


the additional Proofs. LS" | 

I defire the Reader totake-Notice thatwit js ro rol hn , and not any point of 
Controverſyaveare now upon, namely ,mherbgy rhg Pregbyreric1s be Guilty of Corrupting 
the Word of God ? The ReQor 4Jirms i: 1 his Sermorr, and pretends to confirm it, 
in his Defence of it. I doubt not but all Men, who have any regard to Truth or 
commom Honefty , will expetta very clear, dirett proof of ſo High a Charge, 
againft a great Body of ſober People, and will not ealily take uncharitable Suſpicions 
for evident Proofs. 

Inſtead of a dire&_Proof , his Sermon produceth only a circumſtantial- one, But 
in his Remarks upon Remarks ( as he Files"the defence of +his 8ermon') he pretends 
to confirm his Charge, for thus his Title-Page runs, © The Ke&r of Burys Charge 
*-exhtbitetagamft the Difjemers for endeavouring to Corrupt the Word 'of Gol, 
& Tuftified and further Confirmed. 

When a Charge is FuStified and Confirmed, the Proofs are ſuppoſed to be Clear and 
Convincing z but you'l ſoon find your ſelves miſtaken if you expe any ſuch thing 
inthe Rettors Remarks. Hz affirms, with a brazen Coufidence, and confirms with 
Leaden Arguments , whoſe main Edge confifts in the baſeft Sort of Railing and 
Calumny, againft \the living\and the dead, and he gives it the-Keenneſs that ſuch 
Merl is Capable» of by the vigorous Application of that #bztſtone which he de- 
ſerves. x 

But let's hear how he confirms his Charge. 

+1. Above thirty Pages of the ſixty fonr in his Book are on things Forreign to that 
Charge, which is the main Thing he was to confirm, and a great Part of the reſt 
of his Book is taken up in perſonal Reflectiuns, which is a clear Evidence he wanted 


Materials for his cbicf Point. : 
2. He beftows the three firft Pages in reflefting on the Ingenious Author, 


.of the Notes upon the Lord Biſbop of Saliſbury*s four laſt Diſcourſes, 

I never c6u'd certainly tell who was the Author of thoſe Notes which 'I have not 
by me, and therefore can ſay nothing of 'em. If he retorts the Schiſm upon the 
4mpoſers of unſcriptual Terms of Communion, as the Rettor. ſeems to hint, ht wou'd 
do well to anſwer-his Arguments inftead of branding him cauſeleſly, and in the ru- 
deft Manner with i} Nature, want of good Breedirg, Cc. 

And now his Hand is in, the Biſhop himſelf can't eſcape his Ceriſure , whom he 
takes upon him to corre for his too-+--- gentle Expreſſions of the Diſſenters, and 
wou'd have had him ſtyled them the Foxes and Firebrands of this Church and Nation , 
that is he would teach the Fudtcious and Moderate Prelate to ſpeak the Language of 
the confident and fiery Author of the Sermons of Allegiance, Here the Rettor gives 
the Diffenters an Inſtance of his go9d Nature, and the Biſhop of his good 
Breeding. þ. 3s 4 

3- Rather than want Obje&ts of his Anger, he'l dig into the Graves of the 

Dead. If he has not the courage to meet their Ghoſts ( which he z nor ſure of p. 
47. ) he dares trample upon their Memories : He. gives a Proof of this in the Af- 
-perfions he caſts on the Reverend Mr, Baldwin, who is now with the Lord. p. 4. 
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- He tas pickd up ſome imperfet Notes. of an old Sermon, of his, which bas ſo 
filled his Head,. that; his Reflettions pon, it is become the ſtanding Preface to alt his 
late Works... mentions it in His amen _Novum, hex? you And it again, and 
becauſe you tative have too mug of a good Thing, he promiſes you ſhall hear more 
of it another time. - | 
\ 4+ Aft length, ſenfible of his Impertirency, he aſks, 1hat's this to the Miniſter at 
Oſweſtry? Indeed nothiog at all, however it helps to fill up Paper for want ofget- 
ter Matter, __ -.:-_. ( | 

| But” doth' he. in. Earneſt think to reſolve his Qaeftion by this following one , 
« And Talfo afk, What was it to the Minitter at Oſweſtry, I the Rettor*of Bury 
«« preached a Sermon in Vindication of the Church of England, againft' the Lar- 
« caſbire Diſſenters? The Sermon he preached and which I anſwered,” Charges *te 
Difſenters in General with Corrupting the Word of God, eſpeciatly thoſe in CY 
briige in the year 1638. And affirms that the Corruption has been ſecretly promo. 
4 by that Patty ever ſince z that it has been publickly own'd by a Scorch Chamero- 
ian: And was all this Charge againft the Lancaſhire Diſſenters, who are not ſo much 
as mention'd in-the whole Sermon ? A Man that dare thus boldly Charge the Body 
of Engliſhand' Scorch Presbyterians, and then think to come off by ſaying, his Sermun 
was againſt the oo ark Diſſznters, may arhirm or deny any thing at his Pleaſure. 
Ir it a bad Omen to frumble thus at the Threſhold. Haq the Refor preach'd a Ser- 
mon only againſt the Lancaſhire Diſſenters-(as I hear he has done many ) he ſhould 
never have heard from the Minifter at Ofweſtry: But when henot only Preaches, but 
publiſhes an InveUtive againſt the whole Body, I judged my ſelfeoncern'd to vindis 
cate Truth and Innocency. Since he is upon aſking Queſtions, I will take the free- 
doom to aſk him one , What 5s it to the Reftor of Bury, if 1 thought fit ro Vindicate my 
Ordination by Presbyters, whileſt I aBow'd the Validity of Epiſcopal Ordination ? 1 only 
juſtified Ordination by Preſbytery, | but did not condemn that by Biſhops. This 
is the defign of my Plea for Scripture Ordination , which 'one wou'd have thought 
inoffenaſive. But the Reftor , like the old Dona'ifts, confining the Miniſtry , Sacra- 
ments and Salvation, to theſe of his own Communion, would needs. take upon him - 
to anſwer my Book. This occafion'd my Turamen Evangelicums, which, I had no 
ſooner fent into the Preſs, but his Sermon came to my Hands: When I had read it 
over, I was calily perſuaded to draw up a few Remarks upon it. | 

But the Re(tor, who is the unhappieſt Man in the World at Conjeftures, and 
perhaps one of the boldeft in affirming 'em for Truths, wou'd prove from the diffe- 
rent Air in the Remarks from Mr. Owen's other Writings that be # but the reputed Father 
of this ſpurious Off-ſprirg : Who then is the true Father ? Why, he believes the Note- 
Maker was principal in the Remarks , and that they are the Work of a Club of Miniſters , 
and that the Remay kers true Name #s Legion, for they are many. p. 5. 

If the poor Rettor had not been grievouſly tormented by the Remerks,he hai ſcarce 
thonght of this frighrfal Name. He finds himſelf driven to a Precipice with the 
briſtled Herd in the Goſpel, and wou'd fain keep 4bove water , but who aan relieve 
the Animal, whom a Legion purſues ? ag : 

To be Serious, I thought he had more Senſe than to deny the Remarks to be mine, 
becauſe they are written in a Stile different from my Writings upon other Subjetts. 
Any Author that underftands the Laws of Writing, will adapt his Style to the Sub- 
je&t he is upon. If my lines are ſomething pointed , the Rector's infamous detrattt- 
0n, by which he had expoſed a vaſt Body uf Proteſtants to an unjuft and publick re- 
proach , muſt be my Apology. I perceive he is a great Stranger to the Diſſenters , 
when he affirms my Remarks to be dreſt up with all the gaudy Feathers and EmbeJiſb- 
ments, which the Wit of the Party cou'd furniſh them with, They were wholly dreft * 
up, ſuch as they are, by my ſelf, and the habit they appear in is neither — nor 

1 , 


L 4 | 
Gay z the Truth and Inybcency, they aſſert, delires not the former, nor needs the lat- 
ter. A very ſmall degree of Wit will enable a Man to expoſe the ReQor's Defama- 
tory Libel , which has as little of Wit as it has of Zoneſty. T will fot be ſo Inju- 
rious to the Reputation of his Party as to ſuſpe&t any Man of 7/it and Candor among 
<m, to have contributed ſo muck as a ſingle Stroke to the Criminatory part of his 
-\zrmon, which ſo reſembles the true Father, that not only his Figure, but his very 
Soul ana Spiritare ſquez'd into it. þ. 5. 

* But the Remarks, in their way te London, took a tour to Mancheſter, p.' 5. 

They gid ſo, for Zachary Whirworth of Mancheſter undertook the Printing of 'em., 
I preſume the Miniſters might read 'em,, but Idare affirm, and 6 will they, that 
cbyr neither altcr'd them, in whole, or in part, nor added to 'em, except rwo lines 
iP. 11, and the ſhort Advertiſment after the end of my Book. And now for his 
Sat'sfattion I have made him my Confefſor for this once, if it may be any relief ts 
hira to know by whom he ſuffers, for he ſeems like a Man deſperately wounded , 
who turns himſelf every way to behold the Hand that direQed the fatal Arrow to 
his ſmarting Side. 

Had the Mancheſter Miniſters put themſelves to the trouble of anſwering his Ser- 
mon, he would have felt more penetrating Strokes z nor is he fo formidable that they 
an be afraid ; or they fo deſpicable, as to be aſham'd to own their genuine Pro- 

Aions. | ; 

5. He ftuffs p. 6. and 7, with more InveQtives againſt the Difſenters, and indeed 
he never ſeems to be ſ@ much in his Element as when he is upon that Subjeft. Bur 
at laft he comes to the Remarks, p. 8. and begins with the Preface, 

In my Preface, which conſifted of four Pages only, I gave a ſhort Account of the 
Heads of his Sermon, with brief Remarks upon ſome paſſages in it, which I judg'd 
Exceptionable,, He has a long Chapter ( Chap. 2. ) which takes up near half his 
Book ( from p. $. to p.. 32.) in anſwer to myJſhort Preface. I told him I would not 
:Intermeddle in the Controverſy between him and Mr. De Laun, nor will F now ; I 
I only touch'd upon-a few things,concerning which I ſee no Cauſe to alter my Senti- 
ments, by what he has offer'd, to the Contrary. But I will not detain the Reader 
*rom the main Poin, by attending his tedious: digrcſhon about the 7:tles of the 
Pfalms , and the Corruptions of the Hebrew Text , which I ſhall conſider in a Poſt- 
cript by it fit. 
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CHAP. 1. 


Being an Anſwer to the latter Part of his Sec od Chapter. 


of Moſes, a vulgar Error, and gave my Reaſons for it out of Foſephus and Lighr- 
o0t , to whom I refer the Reader , whom I will not detain on this trifling Subje&, 
on Which the Reon. beftows the beſt Part of two Pages. He ſays the Fathers were 
of another Opinion, and he hopes T will not thruſt them into the vulgas 
Form. þe. 27, 25. | | WY | 

It's certain the Fathers are not free from all the vulgar Errors of the Ages in whic!: 
they lived; the Story of the Phenix, ſpringing out of the Afhes of the old One , 
is mentioned by ſeveral Fathers. Clemens Romanas has it, and would prove the R-- 
ſurretion from it, 

The ingenuous ReQor here © d-fires his Reader to mark, how we are advocating 
& for the Samaritans and Sadducees, which in good Time the Difſenters will compre- 
© hend alſo. Some of the Quakers and Anabapriſts, the modern Sadducees and, Myi- 
« bometans ( 1 mean the Socinians ), and almoft all the Nation of Schiſmaticks and 
* #ereticks are in their interefts already ; The Samaritans and Fews are happily com- 
« ing into the cenfederacy. f. 27» : 

I advocate no further for them than Dr. . Zighrf70r, to whoſe Fudgment the Redts» 
promiſes to ſtand ; thus he ſpeaks, © * It's the received Opinion amongft the Learn'd, 
* that the Sadducees refuſed all the old Teftament but only the Five Bosks of Moſes : 
&* Tf they mean it abſolutely, 1 muft confeſs my ſmall reading, hath not taught ſo 
& far as to be ſatisfied in that; But if they mean it with ſome Qualification , it's 
« very True, 1n ſuch aqualified Senſe, as te ſay the reft of the Fews refuſed the 
* third Part of the Bible, 7. ce. the Hagiograpba, viz. Fob, Pſalms, Solomon's Wri- 
« tings, Daniel, &, They admitted not the reading of thele in the Synagog , not 
*© becauſe they undervalued them, bus becauſe they counted the reft Sufficient, 7; ec. 
* the Law and Prophets, which were read every Sabbath. p. '27.” 

The Church of England admits not, tie reading of ſome Parts of the Bibte in the 
publick Congregation, will you therefore ſay ſbe rejetts rhem ? Fro 

2. Bat be this Matter as it will, the Rettor's inference has a5little Seyſe in it, as 
it has Truth and Charity, If he means, that the Quakers, Anabapriſts and Socinians, 
are in the Intereſts of the Presbyterians, it is a vile Calumny. It he means that they 
are Difſenters from the Epiſcopal Churches ,. ſo they are from the Presbyt;rian allo. 
Though I muſt tell him, that the Socinians in ſome of their printed Pamphlets, de- 
Clare themſelves of the Church of England, nor do I hear that they are expelFd their 
Communion, when any of them are diſpoſed to joya with her. Nay it's well known 
that Mr. S. N. a beneficed Parſon of the Church of E. is the Author of ſeveral 
of the late Socinian Pamphlets, 1 mention not this to reflett on the Church of Eng- 
Jand who diſowns this Hereſy , and ought not 'to be charged with the Errors of 
particular Perſons, but as a neceffary Vindication of our ſelves. T do not know any 


] Call'd the Reor's affirming the Sadducees to have rejefted al! but the” Five Book 


one Congregation of Difſenters that wou'd tolerate a So5inian in their Com- 


munion- 
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As to the Samaritans and Fews I know none fitter for their Confederacy than the 


. / 


Rector of Bury, who helps them to a CR al Argument out of our Engliſh Bi- 
bles to diſprove the coming of Chriſt in the Fleth's. For according to our voſſrun Rab- 
i, Chriſt was not to come untill the 6cooth Year rld, and according to 
our Bibles the Wo: 14 is not yet E000 years Old, / 


Mr. G. in his Sermon call'd the Scripture, the ſupfjeme Rule of Faith, to which 

I made this Anſwer, He know no otber Kule of divine Faith , but the boly Scrip- 
Tres ; 
* The ReQtor undertakes to teach us ſeveral Subordinate Rules of Faith , ſiich as 
* Creeds, Catechiſms, Decrees of Councils, Teſtimony of Fathers, Diftates of wiſe 
* and good Men, the Inftruftions of Parents, Conſent of Adverſaries, the Voice 
6: of Conſcience, Reaſon , Preaching , Providence, and laftly univerſal Tradi- 
* tion. þ. 2G- 

The Inufizious Re&or has found out no leſs than Twelve new Rules of Faith, 
and theſe may be multiplied into 120co, for every Article of a Creed, every. Canon 
of a Councit, every Ditare of a wiſeand good Man, every Sayirg of a Father, e- 
very Paſſage in a Sermon,. is a Rule of Faith with the ReFor. For Inſtance, we will 
fuppole the Rettor a wiſe and good Man, I hope then you! receive all his Dittates 
for ſo many Rules of Faith, of which you have abundance in his Remarks upon Ke* 
=—hah and among others, that all our Bibles are Corrupted in very material 

ings. 

This in, Becauſe th mical, the ſupreme Rule of Faith is Corrupted, and you muſt 
believe it, becauſe the Jubordinate Rule , the wiſe and good Rettor's Diftates afſures 
us of it, however itis not Impoſhble but the ſupreme Rule may be Right and 
Pure, and the ſubordinate Rule Croked and Corrupt. And the Rettor will be ſo Good 
as to Pardon us, or ſo IViſe as to Inftrutt us better, if we think ſo. I now be- 
Zin to underſtand the Reaſon why he is ſo very Impatient of Oppoſition. ; 
why, all his Difates are Rules of Faith, and ought to be received for Oracles : 
But the beft on't is, he allows us the Benefit of another Rule of Faith, that 
is the Light of Reaſonz, what if theſe two Rules happen to claſh ? We have 
known Creeds , Councils , Sermons, &c, todo ſo as contrary as they are, they are 
tin Rules of Faith with the ReQor. ; | | 

Yea the ſayings of the Pagan wiſe Men g@f Greece, are Riles of Divine Faith to 
kim. and but for Univerſal Tradition he wou'd know no difference between 71ato, 
Seneca, the wiſe Men of Greece ( you may if you pleaſe put a wiſe Man of Go- 
tbam among them ) and the holy Scripture , for ſaith he, © the excellency of it's 
* moral Precepts , the high Strains and noble Flights of Piety , prove not that it 
« was written by inſpiration, for then Plato, Seneca, Ignatius, Clement. Romanus, 
< the VII: wiſe. Men of Greece, &c. might lay claim to inſpiration. 

Would you think it, that a Proteftant Divine, ſhovld talk thus ignorantly of 
the bleſſed Scriptures? Are the Precepts in Plato and Seneca, as Excellent as thoſe 
of the Holy Bible ? Can he find ſuch high Strains and noble Flights of Piety in Pa- 
£4n Aatbors , as in the inſpired Writings ? A Man that has felt the Power of God's 
Word renewing, quickning, comforting and ſtrengthening his Heart, will acknow- 
ledge the vaſt Difference between inſpired and humane Writings,. and reſolve his 
Faith into the Authority of God , who ſpeaks powerfully and feelingly unto our 
Conſciences by his Spirit in the Scriptures , which have Signatures of their Di- 
xine Original upon them, that no Book beſides can lay claim to. 
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Tradition is of Uſe to beget in usa good Opinion of the Scripture, but he tha? 
makes it a Rule of Faith, cſpecially the firſt and leading Rule ( as the Rettor ſeems 
to do ) reſolves his Faith into a humane Authority, which can beget but a Humane 
Faith. Divine Faith is founded upon a Divine Teftimony, and a Humane Teftimo- 
ny can produce but a Humane Faith. 

* Lerinenſis his Rule about Tradition is, quod emnes ubiq; © ſemper. All the 
Faithful have not at all times and in every Place, tranſmitted every Book of Scrip- 
ture as of Divine Authority. The Popiſh Church pretend Tradition for the Apocry- 
pba, which they receive as Canonical, Few of the People are able to judge of the 
Rule whether it be True, or Falſe ; Minifters may tell 'em of it, ſuppoſe they re- 
ceive their Di@ates, which few areable to Examin ,- they believe with an Implictte 
Faith, becauſe their Miniſters ſay ſoz and thus the Subordmate Rule becomes the firſt 
and leading Rule. | 

Creeds, Canons , Dilates of wiſe and good Men , and the like, are either agree- 
able to the Scripture, or they are not. If they be not , they are far from being 
Rules of Divine Faith , for they are Rules of Error and Falſhood : If they are 
agreeable to the Scripture , we believe and receive them , becauſe they are Conſo-: 
nant to the Word of God., the only Rule of ſaving Divine Faith. We will allow 
'em to be helps unto our Faith , but judge it very improper to call '*em Rules of 
Faith, 


I told the Reftor , That the laying aſide the Un-ſcriptural Terms of Communion , 
which bave been the fatal Engines of Diſunion and Schiſm, wou'd ſoon beal us. 

To this he Anſwers 1, © The Experiment has been once made, in the late 
« Times, but without Succeſs, Diviſions were increaſed, &c. 

Things were in a fair way of healing, when the Conceſſions of King Charles 1. 
were voted ſatisfaftory by the Parliament, had not a Fattion in the Army put all out 
of Courſe, and governed the Nation, by a very Arbitrary Power, and yet there 
were very hopeful beginnings of a Coatition-------- between the moderate Epiſcopal, 
Presbyterian and Congregational Bretbren, upon the Principle I mention, between the 
years 11652 and 1659, as appears by the Worceſter-ſhire Aﬀociation, as alſo by thoſe 
of Cumberland, Weſtmorland, Eſſex, &c, which arc to be ſeen in Print. 


Tf this Principle did nof heal us in thoſe diftrating and unſettled Times, it does 
not follow that it would got do it now in a State of Settlement, and ſuch a Settle- 
ment , wherein the Biſhops oe in Power, under whom the moderate Difſenters 
wou'd not ſcruple to Exerciſe their Miniſtry, if the offenſive. Terms were removed 
out of the way. . 

And if ever our unhappy Breaches be healed, it muft be upon this Principle , 
which has been afferted by the Great Men of the Epiſcopal Communion. 

+ Dr. Stillingfleet , the preſent Biſhip of Worceſter, declares againft Vn-ſcripturel 
Impoſitions. © He that came to take away the Un-ſcriptural Yoke of Fewiſh Ceremo- 
** nes, certainly did never intend to Gall the Back of his Diſciples, with another 
* inftead of it : And it would be ftrange, the Church ſhould require more than 
« Chriſt himſelf did. What poſſible Reaſon can be aſſign'd , why tuch Things 
* ſhou'd not be ſurficient for Communion with a Church, which are ſufficient for 
« Eternal Salvation ? Without all Controverſy the main In-let of all the DiftraQti- 
« ons, Confulions and Diviſions in the Chriſtian World , hath been by adding of 
* other Conditions of Church Communion, than Chriſt hath made. 
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My Lord B4co7 ſaith, that the ancient and true Bounds of Unity, are one Faith, 
one Baptiſm, and not ove Ceremony, one Policy. * The ſame was the Judgment of 
King Fames the I. In non neceſariis libertati Chriſtiane locus derur. + See Mr, Tal- 
lents's healing Book of large Foundations, wherein you may find more Feftimonies to 
this purpoſe. we RIS 40 PTs > ALTER | IF 

. 2, The Rettor preſcribes the method of healing us, and that is, © to-obey them 
<« that have the Rule over us inall lawful things, 2. e.” which are not forbidden by 
© God. 

The meaning is, if I underſtand him, that Church Rulers have Power to impoſe 


[Things lawful, 7. e. not forbidden, as Terms of Communion, and that it is our . 


Duty to obey ſach impoſitionss This Explicafion premiſed, I anſwer, 


1. He ought to prove, that Chriſt hath Commiſhon'd our Church Rulers to fix 
un-ſcriptural Terms of Chriftian Communivn, before he prove it our Duty to obey 


**m. Where they have no power to command , I ſee not our obligation to obey, 


< The grand Commiſſon, faith Dr. Srillingfleer, the Apoſtles were ſent out with, 
&« was only to teach whar Chriſt bad Commanded them. Not the leaft intitwation of any 
« Power given to impoſe or require any-thing beyond” what himſelf had ſpoken to 
«* them, or they. were direfed to by the immediate Guidance of. the Spirit of God. 
« * It is not whether the things required, be lawful or not,--- but whether they do 
+ conſult for the Churches :Peace- and Unity, who ſuſpend it upon ſuch Things ? 
& How far the Example of our Saviour , or his Apoſtles doth warrant ſuch rigorous 
« Impoſitions ? We never read the Apoſtles making, Laws, but of Things ſuppoſed 
« neceffary. : 5 | 


2. He ought to ſhew, that all Things not fofbiaden may lawfully be impoſed as_. 


Terms of Communion. The ule of 0yI, Spittle, Salt, Cream, &c. are not forbid- 
den in Baptiſm, therefore the Retor wou'd ſubmit te the Ufe of them, if his Rulers 
think fit to enjoyn them , as is done in Popery. - Holy Water is-not forbiddey , nor 


are any of the Ceremonies uſed in Popery exprefly Prohibired in Scripture , 


therefore they are lawful to the Reftor. You ſee whither this Hypotheſis tends; 
Sitting at the Lords Supper is not forbidden, no more is Proft-ation, the humbleft Ge- 
fture of Adoration z, the ReQtor would ſcarce like it , it either of theſe were rigid- 


ly impoſed. 


3- Who muft judge what is awful, what not ? Tf thoſe that obey, we are but 
where we were that which appears Lawful to the impoſer, may be judged ovther- 
wiſe by conſcientious Diſſenters, which isour Caſe; It the impoſers only muſt judge, 
Popilh Rulers will ay, it's Lawful to bow toa Crucifix, to a Graven-Image, to adore 
the Bread in the Eucharift, Tc. Let the Retor take which fide of the Queſtion he 
pleaſe, he muft either -acquit the Diſſenters or juſtify the Papils, | | 


He concludes his Second Chapter, with a Vindication of their reading Apocrypha 
3n the Churches, to the Excluſion of ſeyeral Parts of Scripture. 

* Why do the Diffenters negle& the reading of the Word of God to make way 
* for their Sermons and Expoſitions ? þ. 31. 

If any do. negle& reading the Scriptures, let 'em bear the blame of it, I know 
none ſuch. TI hope he wou'd not have us lay aſide Sermons and Expoſitions, to fill up 
the whole time with reading the holy Scripture. They that Expound do alſo Read, 


# Reſuſc. pare 13 Ps 129+ + Je Caſanb, ep. ad Card Peron, * Iren, ubi ſupra. 
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tho* not ſo much , yet perhaps to more Advantage, by helping the People to under- 


- ſtand what they read. And if preaching ( which alſo Explains the holy Scripture ) 


take up moſt of the time in ſome' Congregations , where leſs Scripture. is read, it 
cannot be denied but preaching is an Ordinance of God, but ſo is not the reading 
of Apocrypha , and therefore this recrimination is impertinent. But faith the Re- 
Cor, 10 read the Apocrypha « not to Canonize tit. 

I do not fay it is3 but to comprehend it under the Name of the Holy Scripture , 
as is done in the Rubrick before the Table of Leſſons in the Liturgy, and to read it to 
the total -— EE of . ſome Parts of Scripture, may tempt ignorant People to think 
it Canonical, 

Many wiſe Men, adds be, vbink the Story of Bell and Dragon to be true. ÞP. 31. 

So the Papiſts do, and they think it Canonical too. They are Men Wiſe in their 
Generation, and the Ditates of Wiſe Men are a Rule of Faith to the Reftor. 

« But he is not ſure, but it may be a Fi#ion, or Fable, or in more civil Terms a 
« Parable, and many think faith he, the Book of Fob, of this kind, a Parable. p. 31. 

Names of Perſons, Countries and Places, don't uſe to he inſerted iato Parables, 
as is done in the Story of Bell and Dragon, as alſo in the Book of Fob, which he in- 
vidiouſly compares to this fabulous Story, The Book of Fob is allow'd to be Caxoni- 
cal by all Chriftians , and has all the CharaQers of a, real Hiftory , the Names of 
Places , Perſons, &c. his Children, Eftate, Lofſes , Friends, Enemies and his Re- 
ftoration are particularly deſcribed, and he-is expreſly mention'd by the Holy Ghoſt in 
other Places, Ez. 14+ 14. Fames 5. Ile and cited in 1 Cory, 3. 19. I find in Pools 
Synopfis but two Sorts of People that make the Hiſtory of Fob a Parable, fome An- 
tient Fews and ſome Modern Anabapiifts, but neither one nor "tother- at preſent 
ſeem to own that Opinion. 

The Re&or is a rare Man, he can convert an Apocryphal Fable into a Divine H;- 
Rory, and a Divine Hiſtory into a Parabolical Fable, And that you may not think 
him fingular in this Faculty, he has Paepiſts, Fews and Anabapriſts in his Intereſts. 

He that denies the Book of Fob to be a Hiftory, may in good Time,turn all Scrip- 
ture Hiſtory into a Parable , or a cunninly devijed Fable, and when he has ſerv'd a 
—_ Intereft by if, may brag with the Roman Pontiff, whoſe Difates the Rettor 
muſt own for a Rule of Faith, quantum nobis profuit bec Fabula de Chriſto. 
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CHAP. III. 


Being an Anſwer to his Third Chapter. 


N his Third Chapter, he pretends to Anſwer my firft, in which 1 obſerved 
| (P+ 1.) That in a Sermon 10 the Clergy, a Teſtimony againſt the ſhameful Scandals of 
ſome of them, wou'd have became a faithful Miniſter, but that he had other work to 
do, his Buſineſs being to accuſe of ſecret Crimes, and not to reprove for open Miſ- 
Carriages. 

pry Redtor can ſay for this inexcuſable Omiſſion and Partiality is , That be dare 
undertake to point 0ut as many Scandalous Diſſeming Miniſters in Lancafhire, as we can 


Clergy Men. p- 35» | 
He is a Man of bold Undertaking , but the one and the other are pretty well 


known in that Country and other Parts of the Nation, which will ſcarce receive 
the Dittates of this daring Undertaker againſt the Evidence of Senſe and common 
Obſervation. If he knows any Scandalous Diſſenting Miniſters, let him name the 
Men, and ſpare not. vg 

I added p. 2, 3, 4. that the Corruption in Aﬀs 6. 3. is inconſiſtent with the 
VPrinciptcs of the Preſbyterians z that I never knew any that approv'd of that Cor- 
ruption 3 that his Charge amounts to no more than a bare Sulpition that the Diſ- 
ſenters have ſecretly contributed to the Corruption of this Place z that had not he 
Examin'd the Errataof the Preſs more out of ill Will to the Difſenters, than good 
Will to the Publick, he might have found ſeveral other Errors of the Preſs as con- 
ſiderable as ye for we z as ſbe for be, in Eph. 1. 4- in a Twelves Bible, London 1691. 
ave for ye in Fob 6. 21. in a Quarto Edition of the Bible at Cambridg, 1675, and ſe- 
veral more I mention there. 

Among all theſe Particulars, he takes notice only of the laft, and to excuſe him- 
ſelf , moſt falſly Aﬀirms, That «ll I offer in this Chapter , in Vindication of the Diſſen- 
ters, is, that ſeveral Editions of the Bible abound with ſuch Errors as are deſtruttive 
of the Senſe. Judge by this what Credit is to be given to the Reors Affirmations, 
But let's hear what he can ſay to the Errors of the Preſs , of which I give a Cata- 
logue. He has four Things to offer, p. 32, 33- ; 

I. He quarrels with an Uncorreted Error of the Preſs ( in e&yivs for ayics ). 
'And difingenouſly infinuates as if I were defettive in the Greek Tongue. The Re- 
Qor is grievouſly at a loſs how to make good his Charge, ſince he fills Paper with 


. Juch ſtuff as this. 


H. Tho' he might be juſtly ſuſpe&ed ( faith the ReRtor ), in the Account given 
of theſe Errata's, yet I will admit it to be True, A mighty Favour indeed ! To. 
admit that for True which he cannot diſprove 3 but his moſt generous Conceſhons 
have a Tin&ure of his ill Nature, which is as Lazy as it is Suſpicious, I refer to the 
Editions , why is he not at the Pains to Examin them, if he juſtly ſuſpe&ts my Ac- 
count ? The Truth is, it is not as Eaſfie to diſprove, as to impeach ones bags The 
Re{tor has an excellent Faculty at the latter, let who will undertake the former. 

IH. © Snch Errors don't eftabliſhany Untruth, nor favour any fide in the preſent. 


« Controverſies, nor has Mr. 0. given us one Example of the ſame Error repeated 


« in ſeveral Editions. þ. 33» 
Where they make a corrupt Senſe, they eftabliſh an Untruth , as in Fob 6. 21. 


We arc nothing, it ſhould be , ye are nothing. There is we for ye, as in Aﬀs 6. 3. 
you. 
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you have ye for we. So that we and ye are eafily miftaken one for another. But 
the Rettor ſeems to have no concern for any Truth , but what reſpets the Biſhops 
power. Avoid all ns wy, that may prejudice that, and this render boofed Crea- 
rure ( it is his own Expreſſion, p. 24. ) can eaſily digeft all the reft. It was none 
of my bulineſs to Examin, how often theſe Errors have been repeated , tho” I told 
him , Remark p. 13. an Error in one Impreſſion is eaſily repeated , becauſe the Frames 
of the Bible are often kept intire, and nor broken by balf Sheets, as in printing other Books,, 
and ſo the Jame ſes of Frames ſerves for a ſecond and third Impreſſion, and ſo for- 
ward until the Letters decay and grow uſeleſs, 

Bat this He takes no Notice of. : 

IV. © An Error of the Preſs deſerves not to be taken to taſk, when no ill Uſe is 
* made of it. 

I know no Body that has made any ill Uſe of ye in Aﬀs6. 3. Nor has he yet 
been able to produce any one Writer among the Difſenters, that has made Uſe of 
it againſt the Biſhops. His Cameronian Story we ſhall Examin anon. 

wee know what ill Uſe may be made by ignorant People of other Errors of 
the Prefs * E 

] took notice in my Remarks, of his looſe and careleſs way of citing Scriptures , 
and gave Ten Inſtances of it in that very Sermon, in which he Charges the Diſſenters. 
with a Jiteral Error of the Preſs, which he can't prove upon them. One might 
have expetted more Exatineſs from ſo Critical a. Cenſor. 

To this he Anſwers, © Feſus Chriſt and St. Paul, did not tie themſelves to the 
« very Words of the Scripture in their Quotations, p- 34, 35. nor .dges Mr: Baxter. 

Feſus Chriſt and St. Paul, were infallibly a&ted by the Holy Ghoft in their Quota- 
tions and had Reaſons for their Variation ; The Rettor is not only deftitute of a 
Spirit of Ifalibility , but of ſuch Reaſons as may Juſtify his chopping and chang- 
ing Texts. of Scripture at his Pleaſure. He does not pretend to give any Reaſor 
why he ſhould miſ-quote ſo many Scriptures within the compaſs of one ſhort Ser- 
mon , nor is the thing Capable of any other but this, that the Rettor is a very 
careleſs Tranſcriber of the Scripture £} | 

I believe he cannot produce in Mr. Baxter ,. or ſcare in any other Author ſo ma» 


ny Texts of Scripture miſ-quoted in one Sermon as there are in his :. Much leſs 


can he give an Inftance of ſo Supine a Negligence in Mr. Baxter, as to miſ-render 
the Text of his Sermon. This the ReRtor has done, ſubſtituting the ſingular (Word) 
add thou not umo bis Word, for the plural ( Words ) add thou not unto his Words. 

L acquitted him from Corrupting the Senſe, in this Variation,but gave this _— 
Caution ,. «low Men 4 oye 4 literal Variation from the Language of. tbe Holy Ghoſt, 
the Senſe and meaning can't long ſecured. This be calls a puttd and ridiculous Remark. 

The ReQor's ye and we in As 6. confirms my Remark; the Variation. is in-one 
Letter, but the Senſe and Meaning is deftroy'd by it. Suppoſe a bold Tranſcriber” 


ſhould write Gods for. God, this is a literal Variation , but ſuch as deftroys the Unity 


of the. God-be ad.. 
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CHAP. IV. 


Being an Anſwer to - his Fourth Chapter. 


N this Chapter the Re@or endavcurs to confirm his Arguments to prove the Diſſen- 
[ ters guilty of corrupting As 6. 3. His Arguments are four, 1/t. The Alteration 
happen'd in 1638. when Preſbytery was in the Aſcendant. 2y. It favours the Diſ- 
ſenters. 31y. The Epiſcopal Party deſign'd not to Corrupt this Place. 4ly. A Ci- 
meronian urged this Corrupt reading. 

To his $:# Argument , that the Corruption happen'd in 38. when Preſbytery 
was in the Aſcendant, I anſwered Three Things, Fi, That two Events may happes 
ar the ſame time, thas bave no relation to one another. © Right, ſaith he , when there 
* is nothing elſe to be alledged for confirming the Suſpicion, but the Turbulency of 
** the Times, the Sway of the Populacy , and the Corruption of- this Place : All 
* looked the ſame way, viz. The Extripation of Epiſcepacy. p. 36. 

The Times were not Turbulent at Cambridge, where he ſaith the firft Corruption 
happen'd, nor was there any Sway of Populacy there in the Year 38. Buck and Dani- 
cl, the Univerſity Printers at that time , were both Epiſcopal Men , as I obſerv'd in 
my Remarks , but this he takes no Notice of; is it likely that the Cambridge Epiſ- 
nong _ » ſhould conſpire with the Scorch Covenanters to-root out Epiſcopacy in 

at Year *? 

I never underſtood before, that an Error of the Preſs had an influence for the Ex- 
tirpation of Epiſcopacy. The Reor has not produc'd any one Inftance of any Eng- 
lifb, or Scotch Presbyterians, who made Uſe of that Error to the prejudice of Epiſco- 
pacy at that Time, His Cameronian Story is a later Thing, and -cannot affe&@ thoſe 
Times. 

'2, I obſerv'd, that the Reftor had anſwer'd his own Argument by acknowledging 
the firſt Corruption an unwilling One , an accidental Slip , an unfortunate @ver-{igbt , 
a meer Error of the Preſs and an unhappy Miſtake. 

In anſwer to this he cries, My Remarks are allof a Thrid, Lies and Stories , that 
by the unwilling Error be meant the Presbyterian Government Þ. 26. | 

'Be it ſo, all that can be infer'd from it 1s, that I miſtook his Meaning, which a Man 
may eafily do in a Writer, wheſe Notions are confuſed and. incoherent, and way of 
Expreſhon muddy and perplex'd. But he cannot deny, that he has calld it an acci- 
dental Slip., an —_— Over-fight , a meer Error of the Preſs, and an unbappy Mi- 
ſtake, which is ſufficient to-overthrow his Argument. 

True ſaith he, yet unto the two firft I added, 7 am willing v0 belteve, &c. 

The Remarks were juſt now with him all of a Thrid, Lies and Stories, and yet in 
the ſame Breath, he cannot but acknowledge my Quotations to be True. If they are 
&Þ Lies and Stories, there is no Truth in them, but ſome Things are True, by his own 
Confeſſion; therefore he is inexcuſable , for wherein he Judgeth another , he Con- 
demns himſelf, As Diogenes trampled upon 71ato's Pride with a greater. Pride , ſo 
the ReQtor exhibits a 1ying Accuſarion againſt my Remarks, that they are all Lies aud 
Stories. 

But he qualified ſome of his other Conceſſions, by ſaying, he was willing to be- 
lieve, that the firſt Corruption was an unformunate Over-ſight and a meer Error of Preſs. 

If he is willing to believe this himſelf, what a diſingenuous Thing is it in him to 


.endeayour to perſuade others tv the Contrary ? The defign of his Argument is to 


make 
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make People believe the firſt Corruption in 38. was a deſigned Thing to root out 
Epiſcopacy. Is this the Part of an boneſt May Mr. Rettor , to perſuade the World 
to believe what's contrary to your own Belief ? I hope all your Sermons are not of a 
Piece with this, you muſt not blame us for believing as you do, that the Error you 
Charge us with was an unfortunate Over-ſight and a meer Error of the Preſs, and then 
your Argument is out of Doors : Eſpecially, when you poſitively Affirm, that it was 
an accidental Slip, an unhappy Miſtake, Thus his firſt and chief Argument is eternally 
diſmiſſed by himſelf, and his Attempts to defend it,” do but ſhew the Rettor to by as 
Il a Man, as he is a Diſputanrt. To be willing to believe us Inn2cent, and at the ' 
ſame time to endeavour to prove us Cy be-ſpeaks a Diſpoſttion worſe than that 
of Pilate, who tho? he condemn'd Feſus Chriſt, when he had pronounced him /nno- 
cent, did not ſeek for Evidence to-prove him Guilty, he contented himſelf to give an 
unjuſt- Sentence to pleaſe the Fews ; But the Rettor did not ſeem to be under the - 
temptation of pleaſing his own Party , who were fo far from extorting this unjuſt - 
Sentence from him, that ſeveral of them have condemn'd him for it 3 yet he has not 
only paſſed an unrighteous Judgment upon us , but has done his utmoſt to load us 
= an uiproved Guilt, after he had made our Crime, an accidental Slip, and unhappy . 
Miſtake, 
3 23. I prov'd, ex abundanti, that Preſbytery was not in the Aftendant in England in + 
Z 33. That conformity was then at the higheſt, being urged by Arch Biſbop Laud and ' 
# his FaCtion with great Severity, that many were ſuſpended, deprived and excommu- 
F nicated for not reading the Book of Sports, in 37. ; 

* TIgavean Account of about Thirty Miniſters ſo uſed in the Biſhoprick of Norwich, 
3 And in 38. many more were Suſpended for not uſing Hoods and Surplices, many were 
$ driven to foreign Countries, to Holland, New-England, &c. whither the Arch-Bi- - 
Z ſhop deſign'd to purſue 'em, and to Dragoon *em into the Engliſh Conformity : I 

F prov'd they were deprived not only of the Pulpit , but of- the Prefs alſo by a De- 
2 cree paſſed in the Star Chamber, Fuly the 1ſt, 1637. By Virtue of this Decree, ſeve- 
I ral Geneva Bibles with Notes were ſeized in Holland, and a New Imprefion defign'd 
$ for England, was ſtop'd from coming over. . All this I prov'd out of Kzſhworth and 
7 #<yhn , by which it appears what little Credit is to be given to his. ſecret Hiftory 
7 of the Preſbyterians Corrupting the Word of God in Thirty Eight, when he ſo no- 
$ toriouſly Contraditts the Publick Hiſtory of that Time. 

Z To this the Reftor Anſwers, He wou'd not for any Thing be foundripping in this Part 
T of his Argument, P, 37. 

3 That Mr. Owen blunders about the ſignification of theſe Words, being in the Aſcen- 
2 dant, which he underſtands of being in full Power and Authority, as if .it were the 
$/:me with baving the Aſcendant : And leaft you ſhould think him a» Ignoramus in the 
Z Mathematicks , be informs us out of Lyburn , when a Star is ſaid to be in the Aſcen- 
Edant, which is, when having paſjed the Imum Czli, and being got into the the Aſcendanr, 
2 zt bends it's courſe towards Medium Czli and the Meridian, i. &. ts ages 

3 I hope youare Edified by this Piece of Learning : A Star i #n the Aſcendant,when 
Fit is got into the 4ſcendant, and is Aſcending; This puts me in Mind of that famous + 
'$ Verſe of Batrus the Poet, 


Montibus, inquit, erant, © erant in montibus illis 
Which you may thus E7g1iſh, in conformity to the-ReQtor ;_ | 


The Mountains high he did Aſcend, 
Aſcending ſtill, he did Aſcend. 2 


[ 14 ] 

His Explications are tranſcendent Blunders , which wou'd have been more Excuſa- 
ble, if he had not ſet yp for a Teacher of the Marbematicks, and involy'd a learned 
Author in a 1autological Pleonaſm. 

The Rettors diftintion between being in the Aſcendant, and having the Aſcendant 
is 4 little Nice, he owns Preſbytery had not the Alcendant in Thirty Eight, and yet 
Affirms it was got into the Aſcendant, But the happineſs is, this Diftin&tion will do 
him no good, for my Argument proves Preſbytery to be ſo far from the Aſcendant 
in his very Senſe , that it makes it to be in the Deſcendam in England that Year. 
Epiſcopacy was never higher , nor Preſbytery lower. The Epiſcopal Power was in 
its Meridian Altitude, having the Zigh Commiſſion-Cours and the Star-Chamber to ſup- 
port it, and an Adive Arch-Prelate moving in the higheſt Orb, whoſe Influences were 


as Malignant to the Puritans ( the better Part of the Church of England then ) as | 


they were favourable to the Men of Ceremony. In a Word, he had the Presbyte- 
rians (if any ſuch there were ) under his Feet , and made this Climate too hot 
for them, that they were glad to ſeek for ſhelter in the remoteft Parts of the Earth. 
This I have prov'd out of Heylyn, but the Reftor wiſely overlooks it. If being un- 


der Feot and trampled in the duſt be Aſcendirg towards the Meridian, then were | 
the Presbyrerians in the Aſcendant in Thirty Eight. If bending their Courſe verſus ? 
fines terre, be the ſame with bending it verſus medium Cali , they muſt be acknow- ? 


ledg'd to be in the Aſcendant. 
But ſaith he, Thar prodigious and terrible blazing Star, the Covenant, that very Tear 


begun ro appear in Seotland, and ſoon drew the Eyes and Inclinations of a great 4 


Part of England upon it. P- 3 


7. | F 
The Covenant appear'd in Scotland long before Thirty Eight, and was ſubſcribed 


by King Fames I. as I ſhew'd in my Remarks. p. 8. 
The renewing of the Covenant in Thirty Eight , proves Preſbytery to be in the 
Aſcendant in Scotland, but what is this to England ? Preſbytery is now in the Mer i- 


dian in Scotland, 1 hope the ReQor will not ſay it is fo in England. - It muft be ſo by * 
his Argument, He undertook to prove Preſbytery in the Aſcendant in Ergland, and 2 
his Argument is, it was ſo in Scotland, as if the State of England and Scotland were -* 
always the ſame. Lets ſee the Strength of this dougbry Argument, the Presbyre- 
rian Covenant appear in Scotland in Thirty .Eight , therefore the Presbyterians at 3 
Cambridge corrupted the Bible. Did the Scorch Covenant depend upon altering of 7 
we into ye at Cambridge, or did the Alteration depend onthe Covenarr? Was there © 
a Conſpiracy between the Scorch Covenanters, and the Cambridge Epiſcopal Printers, 

Suppoſe the Covenant drew the Inclinations of ſome Engliſh , this does not prove *: 
Presbytery in the Aſcendant in Englend , much leſs does it prove the Preſbyterians :3 
Guilty of Corrupting the Word of God. A Man may kave Inclinations to Presby- 7 


ery, and not be a Corrupter of the Word of God.------- 


Thus the Refor who wou/'d-not for any Thing be found tripping in this Part of his I | 
Argument , is found not only to Trip, but to Stumble and overthrow his Rider, 2 
when he affirms Preſbytery to be in the Aſcendant in Thirty Eight, in #ngland, Þ 


BIR + 


was), 


But ſuppoſe Presbytery had been in the Aſcendant then, this will not prove the Preſ- /: 


byterians- Authors of that Corruption 3 1/t. It does not fayour their Principles. | 


2ly. Arch-Biſhop Laud had guarded the Preſs againft them , as I have prov'd, nor ® 


was the ReQor able to Contradi&t me. 31y. the Cambridge Printers in Thirty & 
Eight, were Epiſcopal Men,who ought in Juſtice to be charged with the Errors of the * 
Preſs. 4ly. The Uniyerfity of Cambridge was far from being Preſbyterian at that 7? 
time, the Heads of Cotledges being all Epiſcopal, a Lift of which Mr. Fran- 7 
cis Talents communicated to me, which I find agreeing with Mr, Fullers *, To this 7 
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the ReQor Anſwers, © That Mr. Owen talks like one who knows not Cambridge. 
Nor had diligence enough to inform himſelf , and Mr. Telenrs, he fears is paſt his 
Memory. and Fen not to ſay his Integrity. P- 37+ .39- o LETS 

Mr. Owen has known Cambridge abvve twenty Years ago when'he was admitted 
Student tkere., Mr. Talents Judgment , Memory -and Integrity deſerves not to |: 
reflefted on, Tince Mr. Fuller in his Hiftory of the Univerſity of Cambrige tully 
writes: the, ſame thing he mention'd. 

But ſaith he, beſides theſe ſixteen Heads, there tre Fellows; Scholars, Noblt-men.: Fe i- 
low-C ammoners , Perfioners ard Siſars. or Servitors, which make up about 2000," 410g 
which th:re were many that facour d Prefbytery ,, efpectally ir Emanuel/,' which nor 171g 
after furniſbed fix Colledges with Zeads, and it was call'd pure Emanuel; from the abun- 
dance of Puritans in it, Þ. 29: 

The Redtor informs us of what every body knows, that there. are a great many 
Students in Cambridge, and if he can find there five or fix Presbytertans among two 
Thouſand Scholars, he thinks he has ack bis Charge againſt thar Party of Cor- 
rupting the Word of God. This puts me in Mind-of a Paffage in Latamins,' He 
ſaith, that as Diocletian was Sacrificing, and the ordinary Marks in the Imrailes'of the 
Sacrifices not appearing, Tages, tbar were ſet over the Diviners , ſaid, that their Rites 
did not ſucceed, becauſe there were ſome prophane Perſons ( i. e.' Chriflians ) thas ha 
thruſt themſelves into. the Aſſembly.  * This occation'd the laſt and great Pe: ſecution 
of the Chriſtians under that Emperour and his. Collegues.” -The"ReRor'is as juft 
to the Puritans, as the Pagan Prieſts were to the Ancient Chriſtians, their being ap- 
01 the ſpot is ſufficient to make the one and the other Criminals. |\Thus St,” Paul 
was Accuſed for bringing Greeks into the Temple, and the: Evidence-'was, they had 
ſcen Trophimus with him in the City. As 21; 28, 29. 

I have heard of a certain late Judge , that as he paſſed a dirty Place in London 
Streets, he found a Man ſheltring himſelf undet a Belcony from a'Shower of Rain. 
Sir, ſaith he, to the Man 7 will bave you indited for this Nufance; The Man'told him; 
he was a Stranger there,that% nothing, replies the -Judg, 1 bave found you on vhe Pre- 
miſſes, and you muſt Anſwer for the Nuſance, Bn | | h 


- The Rettor thinks he has found a few Puritans in Cambridge in Thirty Eight, 
among near two Thoufand Church-men, and they muſt be Guilty ofthe Corrupeive 
Nuſance, becauſe he has. found 'em on the Premiſes. SALTS VR £501 
But that which, ſpoites all is, the ;Purirans were Members of the Church of Eng- 
land, and generally of the Epiſcopal Fudgment , nay the Moderate and'Pious Biſhops 
cou'd not elcape that Nick-name, which was applied to all Calvinifts: in Doerine, as 
Dr. Heylyn confeſſeth. + Tho? in ſtriftneſs the Name was given to the Non-con-for- 
miſts, which were very few at that time, the Terms of Conlormity not being ſcrew'd 


, 


up to the preſent height. | 7- 

But the Heads of Colledges were no Purirans,no not Dr-Zaldſworth Maſter of Eme- 
mel, who was pnt ont by the Parliament z and any Man'will judge of' the State of 
the Univerlity, and indeed of all Societies, by the - Governing Party, who have a 
conſiderable Influence in their reſpeQive Provinces. If Cambridge ſupplied Trinity 
Colledge, Oxfor d,-with ten Fellows that were for the Parliament (as he dd rets P39.) 
It does not follow they were Presbyterians before, for we know its uſual for abundance 
of People to change with the Times z I doubt not but the ReRor can Name theMen 


* Lattant of the Prim, Perſe Ergl, by Dr, Burnet. p. 75. Þ+ Life of Arch-Eiſhep 


Laud, p. 124. 
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who took the Covenant and the, Engagement z and after all, approv'd themſelves to be 
right Epiſcopal-Men. Beſides, . many of thoſe that were made Fellows at- Oxford in 
the Year 1638. were very Young.., and not admitted in Cambridge tilt after 1648. 
From the whole it appears that aur) jt in Thirty Eight, was not in the 4ſ- 
ge 


cendant in. England, eſpecially in Cambridge where all the Heads of Colledges were 


Epiſcopah 
Thus I have expos'd the weak Vindication of his Firft Argument from the Cir- 


cumſtance of Time. 6 
I affirm'd the Scateh Covenant and the Presbyterian Government in Scotland to be 


more Ancient than Thirty. Eight, which the Reftor cannot. deny, but he endeavours . 
to. prove from the Fundamental Charter of Presbyter examin'd, &c. that the Reforma-. 


$701 in Scotland was firſt caſt into the Epiſcopal Platform, and continued ſo for fifteen 


Tears. | þe« 40s. | 
The Pamphlet to which he refers, has been learnedly anſwer'd by Dr. Rule. in his 
good old Way defended, to which 1 refer the Reader. 
The Reformation there was-gradually , and with much oppoſition carried on, 25 


it was here in England, and no wonder, if in ſuch a ſtruggle Eſau came forth be- 


fore Facob , but certain it is, when they came to. ſome degree of Settlement, Preſ- 
bytery was ſet up ,. and the confeſſion of Faith, in which they promiſed to ad-here 


to that Government, was ſign'd by King Faies the I. and his Houſhold, Anno 1580. 


and by Perſons of all Ranks Anno 1581. by Ordinance of the Council, and Atts of 


the Genera}: Aſſembly. Tt was ſubſcribed again by all Perſans, Amo Domini 1590. , 


with a General Band for maintenance of the true Religion and the Kings Perſon. 


« Tam ftill of Opinion (ſaith he ), That the Scotch Kirk put away the Wife of - 
*. its Youth, I-mean Epiſcopacy, when ir-xeform'd from Popery, and joyn(d it (elf - 


* unto an Harlot -( I mean Presbyrery }.. 


I think. Presbytery as Honeſt as Epiſcopacy, and T am ſure the Church loſt it's puri- 


ty, and degenerated into a #arlpt, under the Lordly and; Tyranical Goyernment of 
Popiſh Biſhops. þ. 41. | £ fg 

What an honourable CharaQter does this Gentleman give to.the Reformation, in 
which not only Scotland, but moſt of the forreign Proteſtant Churches are concern'd ? 
When they caft off 1dolatrous Popiſh Biſhops,. they put away the Wife of their Youth ; 


when they put themſelves under the Condutt of Proteſtant Paſtors, they joyn'd them- . 


ſelves to a #arlot.. In plain Evgliſh, they lived in ckaft Wedlock under Popery, and 
defiled the Marriage-bed, when they became Proteſtants, This looks more like the 
Language of a Feſuit than of a Proteftant-Miniſter. . | 


The Reor, in his Sermon baſely refle&ed upon the AC T of Settling Presbyte- . 


ry in Scotland ( tho' touched by the Royal Scepter ), and alſo upon his Majeſties 
Words in his Letter of Inſtruftions to his Commiſſioner in Scotland, - both which af- 
firms Prefſbytery moi agreeable 10 the Inclination of the Scotch Nation , which is ſuch 
another Reaſon ( faith he ) as an Aduiterer might give for his #antonneſs. He 
would fain Palliate this inexcyſable Indecengy towards the King ( which. Icomplain'd 


of ) tho' he comes off but ſorrcily, 


1/t. © This is the firſt time ( ſaith he ), I ever heard of a Presbyterian having any 
« due regard'unto a Kings Honour, and perhaps it will be the laſt, if the Com- 
* monwealth Principle gets a little more footing among us. þ. 41. 

The Presbyterians have approv'd themſelves to be as Good Subjetts as any of their 
Neighbours, both in this and neighbouring Countries ; for the neighbouring Conn- 
tries let him aſk the Frexch Hedons and the perſecuted Vaudots- : For this, let him 
conſult their Confeſſons, which aſſert Obedience and SubjeRion to the Higher Pow- 


ers, I have known ſeveral Presbyterians who had that regard to a Kirgs Hononr, as 
te 
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to quit all their Preferments rather then take the Zygagement, to exclude the Kitty 
when many Epiſcopal Men ſubmitted to it, Ir's true, they generally took Part with 


the Parliament in ourunhappy Civil Wars, and ſo did abundance of Church-Men : - 


But Paſſive Obedience and Non-refiftance in 1688. have eminently juſtified Forty One, 

If the Republican Principle gets footing,its amongf ſome of his. Facobite Brethren, 
who under Colour of that Principle wou'd promote the Intereft of their Old Ma- 
ſter. I know not any one Preſbyterian who is for a Commantwzalth: I confeſs, thev 
are not for making Princes Abſolute, as the Rettor is, who declares that the King's 
Coronation Oath i 4 voluntary At of Grace , unto which the King is not obliged by 
the Fundamental Conſtitution, and that the Prince, in Effet, is the (ole ſovereign Pow- 


ar, if be pleaſetb ro uſurp aud exerciſe it *, 


21y. © *Tis no Tefleftion on the King ( adds he ) to derile the Scots Reaſon, 
« The Scorch Partament Reaſon for the ACT was their inclination; the King was 
« to pleaſe them. p 


I fay, tis a refle&ion on the X7vg to deride their Reaſon, when he had approv'd 
it, and inſerted it into his Letter of Inftruftions to his Commiſſiover in Sealant The 
Leners of Princes and their Laws confirm'd in Parliament , ought to be treated with 
more Reſpett, or at leatt with leſs Scorn, eſpecially by a Perſon who not only-enjuys 
his Preferments under His Majeſties Prote#io7, but hath taught us ſuch an iatire re- 
ſignation to the 1/7/ of the Sovereign, that he allows us not the Liberty of ; Perttio- 
ning and Addreſſing him, when we'are Aggrieved. Nay, we are bound in Conſcience 
to obey, tho* he ſhou'd prove a Tyrant, and it's an AF of Grace in; him to oblige 
himſelf 20 govern according t0 the Laws : For he is the ſole Soveraign Power, and is ac- 
countable 10 none but God for any Miſgevernment. In a Word, he gives the Prince the 


moſt Arbitrary Power, and deprives the Subje# from aſerting his own Priviledges 3 


For ſuch. a Man to deride the As of bis Prince ,- looks not .only Ungrateful and 
Inconſiſtent , but may tempt us to ſuſpe& , that either he does nor believe his own 
Dodrine,or elſe that he Calculated it for the Epiſcopal Meridien z that is, whilſt Prin- 
ces ſupport Epiſcopacy , which I dare ſay, is agreeable to his inclination , we are to 
honour and obey them z but if they Favour Presbytery we may deride their Letters 
and Royal Ats, In a Word, whilſt the King pleaſes the Rettors iclinations he is 
his Zumble Slave,and will allow bin an un7-bounded Power but if he comply with'the 
Scotch Inclination , Qur Loyal Redor dare deride the Reaſon of his Compliance, and 
ridicule his Royal Wiſdom , under pretence of expoſing the Scors Reaſon, *Tis pity 
but this Gentleman had been of his Majefties Council, to adviſe him how to Pen his 
Letters, and to infiru@ him how to Word his 1»ſtruZjons to his Prime Minifters of 


States 
A&KGUMENT I. 


His 2d, Argument to prove the Difſenters Guilsy of Corrupting the Word of Ged, 
x this , The Corruption in appearance fayours the Di s, and their Deſign, 
againſt Epiſcopacy. 

O this Argument I anſwer'd three Things, Ef 

'T 1ſt. He durft not ſay, the Corruption favours the Diſſenters, for he knows 

the Contrary : But he lily ſays it does in appearance favour them z this appearance 

is only 1 himſelf, for I believe no Diſſenrer ever thought of it. This he takes. no 
notice OTs : 


* Serm, of Subjetion, by the Refor of Bury, p. 21, 22» + Serme, of Subj. p- 13» 


21z 22» : 3; 
C $2 | 2h, I 


$f 


* 2h. Ttold him that I knew no Principle of any fober Difſenters, that is favoured 
by this Corruption: '*1 refer'd him to the Drrettory for Ordination, and the Heads of 
Agreement between the Presbyterians 'and Congregational” Men in ( 1691. ) in both 
which the Power of | OrUination is bodged in the Minifters, and not in the People, to 
whom they aſcribe only the Power of Chuſing them , according to this yery Text 
( Aﬀs 6. 3.) and the Rettor's concurrent Teftimony, if that were of any Vali- 
dity *. 

He allows the People”as much Power in making their Miniſter as the Diffenters 
do, and therefore by this Argument, muſt either acquit them, or condemn 
himſelf. 

Here the IWater ſticks to the Reftor, he knows not which way ts turn him about, 
rather than retra& his malicious Calumny, like a Man hardoned in Sin, he't make 
uſe of any ſorry ſhift to Paliare bis Guilt, and Expoſe the Innocent. 

He cannot deny this to'be the Judgment of the Diſſenters , that 0rdination be- 


longs to Miniſters , and EleQion ordinarily to the People. But ſaith he , © among, 


« us the Biſhop Inſtitutes and ns by an Att altogether diftin& from 0rdination , 
& 25 we believe was the Caſe of the Deacons ; But among the Dilſenters the Paſtors 
« Ordain, and the People chuſe and appoint 'em. © p. 43» 

He may believe what he pleaſes, but the Text mentions no other Appointment of 
the Apoſtles, but what was by Prayer and Impoſtion of Hands, Aﬀs 6. 3, 6. which 
he cannot deny to be meant” of Ordination. + 7511 | "4 

He dilingenuoufly miſ-repreſents us , when he ſays the People Chuſe and Appoint , 
they Chuſe indeed, but the Miniſters  Appoint or 0rdain *em to the Office, which they 
very rarely or never do Sine Titulo. 7 

I noted, that the Difſenters cou'd be under no Temptation to Corrupt this Place, 
the Peoples power. of chuſing their Minifters- being aſſerted in this very.Fext , 
Afs 6, 3» Look ye out among you, &c. andv. 5. they choſe Stephen, &c," ” 

To this he ridiculouſly replies, © they choſe not the Perſons immediately into the 
«© Office defign'd them. p. 44. - Ton ud 24 D993 Vas We; 

The Presbyterians never afferted ſuch an Fle199, 'which he cannot but know , 
though he thinks fit to abuſe them: The-Peoples choice does not appoint or efta- 
bliſh- *em in their Office, nor oblige the Minifters to ordain 'em, if they judge them 
not duly qualifted, i 915 aero go we "I 

As to his granting the Peoples power of chafing their Miniſters , he ſays, © he 
F my _ ame Opinion ftill, being under 'ne neceſſity to alter it, that he is ſen- 

1ble of. | G <4 e Tags > 2:4 th is 13 0 | | 

'T know not what changes in Opinion, his Necefſiizes may oblige him to , but if 
his Argument or any other Neceſſity require it, it ſeems he can chanze as there is 
Occaiion. | 

It is certain at preſent he allows the People as much Power in chuſing their Mi- 
niſters as we do : And therefore this Corruption does no more favour us, than it 
does the Rettor, who muſt either honeftly acquit us or condemn himſelf. | 
. 319. I obſerv'd farther, that the Difſenters look'on - the V 11.” Deacons, as Mini- 


ters at Tables, and not of the Word. For proof of this I refer'd him to the Di- : 


rettory, and infer'd that it is not likely they ſhou'd Corrupt a Text to aſſert the Peg- 
ples power in making Goſpel Miniſters , which in their Opinton ſpeaks not of thoſe that 
Miniſter in Goſpel ' Myſteries. b : $ 
"The ReQtor anſwers, © F can't help theſe Men's Fudgments if they do not;' or will 
* not ſee it, 'tis becauſe there is no light in them. p. 45, © > 
Nor can I help this Mans Obſtinacy who ſhuts his Eyes againſt the Light, for the 
queſtion is not here, whether the Diſfenters be in the Right, as to their Opinion 


* Tent. Novum. þ. 4+ on. 
ot 
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of Deacons, but whether or no they take *'em as Miniſters of Tables and not of the 
This I prov'd and he cannot deny it: 'Now if this be their Notion of Deacons, 


2 my Inference holds good , they wou'd not Corrupt a Text to affert the Pevples power ,-. 
Þ in making Goſpel Miniſters which in their Opinion ſpeaks not of thoſe that Mizifter in 
Y Goſpel Myſteries, 


His Argument is,the Corruption favours the Diſſenters, F anſwer in the Negative, 
for which I give this Reaſon, this Text ſpeaks not of Mzniſters of tbe Word in their 
Opinion , and thercfore they wou'd not Corrupt it to aſſert the Peoples" power in 
making Mimfters, Here heaiks us an impertinent Queſtion, why.do we not 9rdain 
our Deacons, Or Overſeeres of the Poor as the Apoſtles did ? p. 45. | 

We ſet them not apart by impoſition of Hands, for the ſame Reaſon that the 
Church of England Ordains them not. Nene will ſay, that we are neceſſarily obli- 
ged touſe Impofition of Hands in all caſes wherein we find it uſed in Scripture. - Tho? 
we condemn not thoſe that 0rdain their Deacons, as ſome Diſſenters do. 

I have now diſmiſs'd his 24. Argument ,. and made it appear that the Corzupriort 
charged upon us does not only not favour any Principles of ours, but is zncoutftent | 
with 'em. | 

Before I proceed to his 3d. 'Argument , I muſt take notice of a baſe Suggeftion;. 
as if 1 had not obtain'd my former Poſte at Wr. by fair and boneſt Means, but bad betray- 
ed, and by a paultrey Trick ſupplanted Mr. B. my Predetefſor, and ſtept into bis Place, 


J 2nd. diſcovered the Secrets of my inward Friend and Confident ,. who diſcloſed bis: Hears. 


10 me as to 4 Confeſſor. P. 45. | 
I was ſo far from ſupplanting and betraying Mr. B. at r. that I knew nothing. 
of the Difference between him and the Congregation , which occafien'd his Defer- 
ting them, until Mr. Tong (nowof Coventry ) was attually choſen by. them , and 
rended with them, I being then in London. And my Pofte there. has been and is hi- 
therto Charitably to fupply *em, and that moſtly to my Charge, until they be ſetttd 


4 yndera Miniſter of their own. 


I have often recommended Mr. B. to them; but for ſome: Reaſons I find 'em not- 
willing to be farther concern'd with him. 

I know of no Secrets he ever Committed to me, and I challenge him or anyiother 
Perſon ro mention any Secrets I ever Divulged to his Prejudice. I always reſpe- 
ted him for his true Worth, but we never had any great Intimacy or.inward Friend» 
ſhip, to make me either his Confidzne or Confeſſor. | 


ARGUMENT TIIL 


His 3d, Argument ts this, 1t cannot be that the Epiſcopal Party deſign'd to Corrapt thas 
Plac:, for that would be 10 d:ſtroy,” what their Church Gove-nmens ſeems to be built 04s) 


[ Anſwer'd, this proves nothing againſt the Diſſenters , nor did they charge the 
Epiſcopal Party with any deiign of Corrupting itt , tho' the Preſs was in. their. 
Hands, and ftriatly guarded againſt the Puritans in the Year... 1638. > os 

The ReQor according to his wonted Ingenuity replies, if it were deſignedly done, 
or afterwards propagated with deſign, then becauſe Mr. Owen acquitted us, th: Ditſen- - 
ters muſt confeſs Guilty. p. 46. 

Is this Candid, becaufe we charitably acquit the Epiſcopal Party-from any«Defrgn : 
of Corrapting it, we muſt therefore acknowledge our ſelves Guilty. 

We do not fay it was 4efigvedly done, nor do I know any body that ſays ſo ( ant 
un-ſaith it again in another humour ) but the inconfiftent Reftor. We ſay the Pres 


was in the Hands of the Church-Party when it was firft done, and therefore in Rl U - 
we 


20: ] 
tice they muſt be charg'd with the Error of the Preſs. Had the Preſs been in Pres- 
byterian Hands, the Rettor wou'd have urged it for a Demonſtration, that certainly 
they were Guilty of the Corruption , becauſe it firft happen'd when they had the 
"Power of the Preſs : But the Preſs was in Epiſcopal Hands, therefore the Corruption 
"muſt be at their Door. 
"Tf one would allow himſelf the Liberty of Arguing from the ſame Topicks with 

- the Reftor, he might retort the Charge of Corrupting this Place on the Epiſcopal 
' Party , and thatdeirgnedly too. ift, The Preis was in their Hands in Thirty Eight, 
-when the firſt -Corruption happen'd. 21y. It was in their Hands, when moft of the 

reft happen'd , and who ſhould be Guilty of Corrupting the Place, but thoſe that 
had Power to do it, without Suſpicion? 3ly. The Corruption favours the Peoplzs 
"Power in making their own Miniſters. Now it's Certain, the Epiſcopal Party take * 

the 'Deacons in A&s 6. 3. to be real Miniſters, which the Diſſemers do not : There- 

fore the Corruption favours their Opinion, and they may be ſuppoſed the Guilty * 
Perſons. Tt does not favour the Diſſenters Sence. of that Place , and it does that 

of the Epiſcopdliſts, 4. It favours a Principle much in Vogue among the Church- 
Party , eſpecially about Thirty Eight, that all Power is Originally tn the People. 

This Principle is afſerted by Mr. Zooker, the Oracle of the Epiſcopal-Men, in his 
-Eceleſ. Polity, lib. 1. and lib. 8, | 

Arch-Biſhop Cranmer , ſaith in the New Teftament , he that ts appointed to be a Bi- 
ſhop or 4 Pre{byter, needs no Conſecration by the Scripture , for Ele&ion or Appoint- 

ing * thereto is ſufficient. ; 

And alſo by Biſhop Bilſoz, and by Mr. Lawſon , who expreſly Affirms that the 
TFearoy ixTirey Or primary Subjett of the Power of the Keys is in the whole 
Charch. + And by Biſhop Andrews, Tortura Torti, p. 42. 

Now who ſheuld be ſuſpetted to have defignedly Corrupted this Place , but that 
Party who ſo much advance the Popular Principle ? 

Here is Four Arguments to the Refors Four Arguments, and every one of them 
as good as his, but far be it from me to Charge either the Epiſcopal or Diſſenting 
Party with a Deſign to Corrupt the Word of God. The Error is accidental as many 
"more are, and proceeds from the careleſsneſs of the Corrector ( who I hear is uſu- 
ally an Epiſcopal Minifter ) as well as the unconcernedneſs of the ſupreme Paſtors, who 
ought to depute Perſons of Judgment, Diligence and Integrity-to Examine the ſe- 
veral Editions of the Bible. 

I cou'd eaſily enlarge upon theſe Arguments, and make *em look more Probable 
"than thoſe of the Rettors, if I were under the influences of a malignant Jealouſy 
and a ſuſpicious Un-charitableneſs as he is, or took pleaſure in the ſordid Att of ex- 
Pofing a Party to the common Prejudice of Religion, as he doth, But I leave this 
. Frtifice to our il/-natured Accuſer, -and only mention theſe Things, to ſhew the Inva- 
lidity of his Arguments, and what an eaſy Thing, it is for a Perſon , who imploys 
His Talent to ſo ill an Intention, to form probable Arguments that may ground a Suſ- 
Picion, that the Epiſcopal Party are Corrupters of the Word of God: And it wou'd not 
be impoſſible to pick up two or three idle Stories , to confirm ſo malicious a Charge, 


-2s the ReRtor has done, which make up his fourth Argument, 


"I 


* Dr. Stillingfleet, Irey. p« 39, Þ Polit, Sacra, © Civil. caps 13- 


CRY 
ARGUMENT . 0 


Ttis 4th. Argument, 7s deduced from-the Cameronian's citing this Corrupt Place in fa 
vour of the Peoples Power, 10 ſes up their own Teachers, | 


O this I anſwer'd, 1ff. TM® Story concerns not the Engliſh Presbyterians. 
t Does our Accuſer manage his Evidence with common Honefty ? He puts 'in 
a Charge againſt the. Body: of Engliſh Difſenters ,” and brings-in for Guilty a fingle 


Scorch Cameronian. 
2ly. The Scotch Evidence is, by hear-ſay, without Name, Perſon, Time or Place. 


He promiſed a good circumſtantial Proof, Serm. p. 23. and he gives us one Diveſted 


of all it's Circumſtances. 
213. It's ſcarce Credible , that a Cameronian ſhould aſſert a Dodrine contrary-to 


the Presbyterian Principles. 


41y. Suppoſe ſome ignorant Cameroniay had been abuſed, or had abuſed others by. 


this Corrupt reading------- muſt the Error of one Man be charged on the whole 
Church of Scotland ?. And muft the Error of one Scorch-Man be charged on all 
the Engliſh Presbyterians ? This is-ſuch a piece of Juftice, as none will defend, but a 


Haman , who ſeeks to.be reveng'd upon all the Fen's , becauſe one Mordecat had of-: 


fended, 
The ReQor replies, ; 
1/t. That for Matter of Fatt, he thinks it unqueſtionable, * *tis thus 5 The hn- 


*. nourable Collonel Fairfax , reported this Fatt to Mr. Pipgot Vicar of Rochdale , in 
© the hearing of ſeveral, in particular of Mr. Robert Mile, a Difſenter : And find- 


«. ing ſeveral Engliſh Bibles, which were ſent from private Houſes, Corrupted, de- 
&« clared, that he thought the. Presbyrerians had ſome knaviſh Deſign. A Germas: - 


& Gentleman in the company pull'd a Dutch Teſtament of Lutber's Tranſlation out of 
*. his Pocket , wherein he read we, and added , he was certain the Presbyterians in 
« Germany and in Scotland ( where he had lately been) were Xnaves, and it was 
&© well if they were better in England, þp. 47. 


This Account does not make the Cameronian-Tale a whit the more Credible, be- - 


caule, 


port depends. upon the ſingle Teftimony of Mr. Piggot, which how far it will paſs, I 
leave to thoſe to judge who know the Man, and the manner of his Converſation. 


1/t, Tt it uncertain whether Coll. Fairfax reported it. . Mir. Milne who is made + 
a Party to this Story , Affirms he never was.in Company with Coll. Fairfax, nor .- 
did he ſee him when he was, at Rochdale, being from hame that day, ſo that the Re- - - 


21y, If Coll. Fairfax reported it, it does not at all make it unqueſtionable , for 


it is but a ſingle Evidence, nor does he ſay, he heard the Cameronian himſelf urge 


this Corrupt reading, perhaps the Story paſſed twenty Hands before it reach'd him  . 


nor does he- Name the: Perſon , or. Place., or Time , which are fhbrew'd Evidences , 
that the Story 1s. Spurious.. Such a blind Eyidence as this , would look ridiculous 


in a Court of Juſtice, but ſerves the Reftor's turn , who does uot pretend to obſerve - 


the trqubleſome Forms: of Fuſtice in the Management of his Coope: | | 
319. This Story ſeems to have heen- the Entertainment over their Cups' ( where 
every thing that is ſaid is not Goſpel ) , for as he tells us, they ſent for Bibles from 
private Houſes : One may conclude then they were now at a Publick. Houſe. 
This confirms the Truth of what I fuſpeted in my Remarks, P. 12. That he had 
pick'd up a ſpurious Story, perhaps in the next Coffee-Zouſe, or Ale-Houſe, and this 
he legitimates and, recommends. from the Pulpit, as a.Sacred Oracle of God. The 


wn 


— As is HHS nes, 
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Reftor muſt needs Grace the Pulpit, when he borrows Materials for his Sermoys out 


-of the Cam-Office. 


4ly. His German Gentleman is a Stranger , and wants a Voucher for his Veracity, ? 
but by his own Account one may ſuſpet&t he had been in Scotland aſfifting at the Bar- 2: 
barous Butcheries there , and Dragooning the Presbyterians into Conformity : How- ® 
ever it be, he charges not the German Presbyteriaas , no nor the Scotch with Cor- 7 


rupting the Word of God, tho* he complements 'em with the Title of Xaves. | 
Who, he-means by the Presbrterians in Germayy is doubtful, for there are no Prote- 
tant Biſbops there-of the Engliſh Species. , If one may ' judge ex Unpue Leonem, this | 
German was a Popiſh Soldter of Forruve, and condemns all the German Proteſtants for | 
Knzves : Or he was 8 bigotted Luther, and lov'd the Calviniſts as the Reor does ! 


the Presbyterians, Is not the Rettor aſhamed. to creep into Ale-Honuſes, and % 


there to muſter up Red-Coars if not Papiſts for Evidence againft us ? He brings for 3 
Evidence againſt the Ergliſh, a Scorch Camerenian , he brings for Evidence agaifift 
the Scorch a German Papiſt, Moſt Noble Rettor ! Your way of proving Matters of | 


Fat is very Singular, you prove your Cameronian Story by one fingle Witneſs, and 7 
what he Depoles-is by hear-ſay : You prove the German and Scorch Presbyterians 
to be all Knaves by another {ſingle Witnef and he an out-landiſh one. Ve nee! 7 
not g0 as far as Germa" for Witneſſes to prove you Knaviſh in the Management of 4 


Four Charge. So much of his Cameronian STORY. 


Chant at nd 


He has the Tmpudence to defend his Imputing the unproved Error of one Ca- 4 
meronian toall the Engliſh Presbyterians. © Thus, ſaith he, Hamar's Offence was 4 
« revengd upon many Thouſands of Perſons, and Sauls upon Seven of his Children, 


<« and the Note-maker fell foul upon the whole Body of the Epiſcopal Church , for 
« a ſuppoſed Fault of my Lord Biſhop of Salisbury. p. 48. 
The Fews deſtroying ſo many Thouſands of Perſons, was not to revenge H#aman's 


Offence, but to defend themſelves againft thoſe that affaulted them, as is exprefly © 
affirm'd in"Zſth. 3. 11. and $9. 2: TheRettor is fo taken np with Cameronian Stories, +. 


that he is not at leiſure to acquaint himſelf with Scripture Hiſtory. - 


It's true Sevzn of Saul's Sons were hang'd up unto the Lord ( to whom they had Þ 


forfeited their Lives ) at the delire of the Gzbeonites, whom Saul had deſtroy'd |: 
contrary to the Oath of God : But what is this to the imputing of the Error of one | 
Man, whoſe Name no body knows , to all the. Presbyterians of England and Scor- 
Jand ? The ReQtor. is good at proving, I wou'd adviſe him to pick up ſome other ? 
Story to prove all the Presbyterians of both Nations , to be the Natural Off-ſpring 3 
of this Cameronian, and when he has done ſo, let him play the Gibeorite, and bang * 


them up with the Sons of Saul. *Tis well we are not at this Man's Mercy ; the very 


Gibeonites contented themſelves with Seven of SauPs Sons , but the Rettor as if he 
were of the Remnant of Amaleck , ſeeks with Zaman to revenge the Fault of One 
upon a whole Party. : | y ct 

The Noze-maker from whom he wou'd borrow a Plea for his Mjuftice, will do him 
fi Service, for he does not Charge any Perſonal Fault of the Biſhop of Satisbury up- 


on the whole Body of the Epiſcopal Church. He only take occaſion ( as far as I re- ' 


merhber for it's ſome time fince I read him ) from the Biſhops charging the Difſen- 


ters with Schiſm, to retort it upon the Church, which he thinks Guilty of it. 
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CHAP.:V. 
Containing a reply to his Fifth Chapter. 


AV-ING anſwer'd his Four Arguments I offered more Conſiderations to ſhew ' 
the Falſity of the Ref&ors Charge, as 1/t. No Proteſtant Diſſenters have ever 


urged that corrupt reading in favour of a Popular Government of the Church in their Wri- 


tings. Ler him produce, if be can, anyone Argument ſupported by this falſe reading in all 
their Writings. 

All that the ReQor pretends to ſay to this, is, * That it is a bold Touch, to be 
«* ſo Poſitive in a Negative; P. 48. 

Why does not he prove the Affirmative, when I challenge him to it ? I will be bold 
to maintain the Negative , until he has prov'd the Affirmative , which I am ſure he 
can never do. a 
- But one Mr. Folly ( as he tells us ) ſome while ago, ſince Dead, alledg'd this Cor- 
rupt reading at Duckenfield Hall, in diſcourſe with Mr. Elliſon Reor of Aſhton un- 
der Line, þ. 49. | 

The Rector of Bury and his Brother of Aſhton under Line, are well, adviſed in 
their Reports, the one tells a Story of a Nameleſs Cameronian in another Kingdom, 
the other Names his Perſon, but you muſt look for him in another World. - They 
are reſolved to put us out of all Hopes uf being ever able to Examine the Truth of 
their Tales. 

He tells ſuch another Story ( in which no Perſons are named ) of ſome Gentle- 
man in Bolton, who heard ſome Diſſenters in a diſpute about Religion, Cite Aﬀs 6. 
as the Cameronian did, and appeal'd to the Scotch Bibles. | 

By this laft Paſſage I ſuſpe& this Story to have come out of the ſame Mzzt with 
the Former , for very few of the Scorch Bibles are miſ-printed, as we ſhall preſent- 
ly make appzar. 

*Tis ebſervable that neither Mr. Elliſon , nor the Gentleman at Bolton, do ſay, 
That theſe Diſſenters urged this Corrupt reading to prove the Peoples Power in 
making their own Miniſters, only that they read ye for we, which they might ig- 
norantly do (finding it ſo in their Bibles ) and not urge it as an Argument to ſup- 
port an Error. $5 

Perhaps they might refer to that Place, to prove the Peoples Power to chule their 
own Miniſters which is there aſſerted, without this Corrupt reading. 

But ſuppoſe they miſ-applied this Falſe reading , it was their /z7orance , which no 
Man will juſtify. 

« Ay, but doubtleſs they had been furniſhed. with this Argument by ſome of 
© their Leaders, P. 49. 

He ought to prove that, before he affirm with ſuch affurance. Tf any of his 
Flock ſhou'd miſtake the Senſe of any Scripture, he wou'd think it hard to be charg- 
ed with the Error, | | 

Let him Name if he can, any of their ZTeaders that have ever recommended this 
Falſe reading to their People, and I do promiſe we ſhall renounce him as unworthy 
the Name of a Chriſtian, much more of a Miniſter. 

But he hath had named unto him one of their Leaders, Mr. R. Baldwin ( his Mr. 
Calvin ), who deteted and cenſured this Corruption , in an Ordination Sermon long 


before his Redorſhip. 
* Jp D And 
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And there are ſome who well remember, that the Reverend Mr. Philip Menry 
many Years ago in his Expoſition of As 6. took notice of the Miſ-printing of ye 
for we in ſome Editions, and took Care to rettify it. - Ln. 

« *Tis remarkable here, as he goes on, how the Difſenters more eſpecially appeal- 
* ed to the Scorch Bibles. T believe Mr. Owen will be Wiſer then to give a Cata- 
« Jogue of the Corrupted Editions in Scotland , tho he has in Part promiſed it. I 
* ſhall be beholden to him, if h-'l be pleaſed to Anſwer my Expettation herein.p.49- 

I am willing to oblige him, if poſſible, and to perform my Promiſe, I wrote to 
the Reverend Dottor Kule , Principal of the Colledge of Edinburgh , who ſent me 
this Account of the Scorch Editions ; I ſhall give it in his own Words---- © It requir- 
** ed ſome time to ſearch for our Impreſſions of the Bible, I find there was one in 
þ 1673. which is out of Print, I can find no Copy of it. One 1676. 0#4vo, which 
* in Aﬀs 6,3. hath we, One 1678. Quarto, hath we. One 16g1. OQavo, hath 
* we. One 1694. Twelves, hath we. One 1694. Twelves, being Cams Bible 
«* hath we. One 1694. Quarto, hath we. One 1697. Twelves, hath we, One 
* 1675. Twelves hath yz, One 1686. hath y?: This laſt was finiſhed in 1688. 
«* ſo that there were none printed here with that Corruption, ſave two ( ſome ſpeak. 
« of a third, but I cou'd not find it ) and both theſe under Epiſcopacy, Thus far 
the Dottor ; I ſhall ſubjoyn the Vote of the Genera! Aſſembly, which he was pleaſed 
alſo to Communicate. 


At Edinburgh, January 15th 1698, 


WW HE General Aſſembly of this National Church being informed that the Presby- 
terians ( and particularly theſe of Scotland ) are charged in a Sermon preached 
by Thomas Gipps Refor of Bury, now printed and publiſhed, as Seite: 5 of the Word 
of God, with Dzfign to ſupport the Peoples Power in ſetting up Miniſters over them- 
ſelves; And that this Corruption is made by them As 6. 3. by cauſing it ro be Printed, 
Whom ye may appoint ovec this Buſineſs,inſtead of whom We may appoint ; Therefore 
the General Aſſembly do unanimouſly declare, that as they allow no Power in the People, but 
on'y in Paſtors of the Church to Appoint and Ordain Church Officers, ſo they diſclaim the 
above mentioned Error of the Preſs, if any ſuch be found in any Bibles Printed in this 
Nition, And do declare they do not own any other Reading of that Text , to be according. 
20 the Original, but whom We may appoint, &c. Nor do they know or can learn , thas 
ever any 11 this Nation did publikly uſe or apply that Text to prove the Peoples Power in- 
Ordaining their Minifters, ExtraQed by me, 


J. Bannatyne Cls. Sym. National. 


This Vote as Dr. Rule adds, © is a full and ſufficient Vindication of Scorch 
& Presbyterians from the Aſperſion of Corrupting the Word of God, which the 
* Author ye mention doth with no leſs 1gnorance than Falſhood load us with. For, 
* nor only do we abhor ſuch Praftices, knowing that the Truth of God is not eſta- 
*« bliſhed by our Lie, But that Corruption of the Text ſhow'd deſtroy our Principle 
* about the Authoritative Miſſion» of Church Officers, ſo far 'tis from arfirming ir. 
** The Story of the Cameronian Preacher may be look'd on as a meer Fittion : For 
* tho' in our Aﬀſzmbly are Miniſters and Elders from all Pars of the Nation , none 
* of them do lay ( tho! publickly and privately ſpoken to about it ) that ever they 
« kave beard it, : | 


R: 


[ 25 ] 

I defire the Reader here to obſerve, ; 

1/t, That the C ameronian Story, with which the Reftor has made ſuch a Noiſe, is 
not ſo much as known in Scotland. Tt ſeems then to have been contrived in Eng- 
land, and perhaps at Rochdale, with defign to furniſh the Refor with proper Mate- 
rials for his Corruption ---- Sermon. It was Calculated for the Meridian of Manche- 
ſter , tho' it might indifferently ſerve for any Part of En7gland. The Epiſcopal Di/- 
ſenters in Scotlayd have publiſhed abundance of extravagant Stories to reproach the 
Eſtabliſhmerit there, but can any one imagine they wou'd overlook the Reftors Sto- 
ry, had there been the leaft Colour for it ? 

21. It falls out a little unluckily that the two Scorch Editions, that were miſ-prin- 
ted, happen'd under the Biſhops there, and that when they were in full Power. 

31y. Canr's Scotch Edition hath we, as the two Englifh ones have, which I Noted 
in my Remarks, He was a rigid Browniſt, but did not mif-print this Place. So much 
of the Scotch Editions. 

IT. I Remark'd that the Diſſenters have written ſeveral Commentaries on the New 
Teo and at one of them have attempted to confirm the Corrupt reading in 
ALS 6. Jo h 

This Obſervation which clears 'em frum Deſigning to Corrupt that Place,our Au- 
thor overlooks, 

LI. I argued, that had the Corruption been deſfign'd ia favour of the Diſſenters, 
it wou'd have been promoted when they were uppermoſt. 

But having examined moſt Editions between 1640, and 1684; I can find but 
three Corrupt Editions under the Parliament, And no leſs thau thirty three under 
King Cbarles the II. a Table of which I have given in my Remarks. Moſt of the 
Corrupt Editions were in that Reign, when the Epiſcopal Party were uppermoſt and 
had the fole Management of the Preſs, LS 7 

To this he faith, 1/t. * the Difſenters need not when they were uppermoſt , for 
© *they had gain'd their Point by the Sword. p. 49. 

Was there ever a more impertinent Caviller? His Argument above was , they 
Corrupted the Word of God, becauſe Presbytery was in the Aſcendent, but now they 
are in the Vertical, he knows not whether they wou'd Corrupt it or 20; That is when 
they had not the Power of the Preſs he ſuſpetts they Corrupted this Place, but when 
they had the Power of it, he allows they did not Corrupt it. 

His next Anſwer is more abſur'd, which is thus, 

21y, © Tho' moſt of the faulty Editions were ſet forth in King Charles T1. Days, 
« when the Diſſenters were undermoſt, yet they may be ſuppoſed to have promoted 
* the Corruytion even then. P. 49- 

To Suppoſe is one Thing, to Prove an other, one may ſuppole twenty ill Things of 
the ReQor , as that he is unſound in his Principles, ſecretly Eorrupt in his Morals, 
and a diſguiſed Adverſary to the Government, wou'd he like it, that ſume uncharita- 
ble Perſon ſhould report this ? And when he callz upon him to prove it, to cume off 
with telling him , I did but ſuppoſe it ? In this Manner he ſerves us, inftead of prov- 
ing, he ſuppoſes. He has forgotten the vld Maxim of the Schools, ſupponere non pc- 
z1t eſſe. { 

31y. He adds, © the Biſhops had not in King Charles II. Reign the Management 
« of the Preſs: It's in the Hands of Patentees, who cannat eafily be controuFd in 
« their buſineſs, The Biſhops have no Authority, ſo- much as to Corre the Im» 
&« preſhons of the Bible. Ys 

I aid, the Biſhops and Epiſcopal Party ( p. 15 and 17.) had the Management of 
the Preſs, and that he cannot deny. It's certain the Biſhops had as much Power over 
the Preſs in King Charles I. time, as the Presbyterians had under the Parliament. 


For the State Printers have always Patents. 
D 2 T- 
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If the Biſhops have no Power to Corrett the Impreſſions of the Bible, they may 
depute able Perſons to review 'em, and if they find them faulty , they may Com- 
plain to the King, to whom he ſaith the Printers are anſwerable, and get 'em 
puniſhed according to Law. . 

Let the Biſhops Power be what it will, it's nothing tv the Argument in Hand , 
which is this, The Difſenters can't be Charg'd with the Errors of the Preſs in King 
Charles II. time, becauſe the Epiſcopal Party were uppermoſt, and had the Manage- 
ment of the Preſs, with which the Difſenters had nothing to do: Except it were in 
the publiſhing an 0#4v0 Impreſſion of the Britiſh Bible , which was promoted by the 
Charity and Pains of that prear exemplar of Primitive Chriſtianity, Mr. Thomas Gouge, 
and Corretted by Mr. Stephen Hughes, and Mr. Charles Edwards, two Diſſeming Mi- 
%ifters ; And this Impreſſion hath we in Aﬀs 6, 3, It was Printed by BI, Barker, &c. 
London, 1678, There's another large 0#avo Impreſſion of the Britiſh Bible , Prin- 
ted by Bill and Newcomb, London, 1690. and Corretted by Mr. David Fones, a Di/- 
ſeming Minifter , this alſo hath we in As 6, 3, Theſe delerve the more Conſidera- 
tion, becauſe they are the only Impreffions of the Bible ( that T ever cou'd hear of ) 
Corrected by Diſf-ntirg Miniſters, and they might have been eaſily Corrupted with- 
out the Knowledge of the Printers ( who are Strangers to the Britiſh Layguage ) had 
the Diſſenters any deſign to falſify the Scriptures, as tre Rettor ſuppoſeth. Theſe 
two Impreſhons, Corretted by Diſſenters, arc a ſuFicient Vindication of them, from 
the ReQtor's calumnies. | | 

Obſerve this Man's Candor, he ſuggeſts, that the Biſh:ps who were uppermeſt in 
King Charles 1. time, could not Controul the King's Printers to prevent, Corruptions, 
and yet infinuates as if the Diſſenters , who were undermoft , cou'd Controut 'em, 10 
make Corruptions in the Bible. 

4ly. © Let the Miniſter , ſaith he, give us an inftance of any other miſtake in 
© Frinting , whereupon depends any Controverſy in Religion , ſo frequently Com- 
&© mitted in ſo many Preſſes, and in ſo many diftant Places, Cambridge, Oxford, Lon- 
& don, Edinburgh, and it ſhall ſufhce, Who can believe an Erratum to be repeated 
* thus often by chance. p. 50. 

1/t. 1 gave a Reaſon already, why it's very poſſible an Error in one Edition of the 
Bible may be eaſily propagated , becauſe the Frames are often kept intire , which is 
not done, or very rarely in other Books. I gave this Reaſon in my Remarks, but 
he overlook'd it, and puts me to the trouble of repeating it. 

21y. I have prov'd that the frequent repetition of the Miſtake was when the Biſhops 
were in ſupreme Power, and the Preſs in the Hands of the Epiſcopal Party, They 
therefore muſt bear the blame of it, who ought to have. given us more Corre# E- 
Ginons. | 

21y. Since he puts me upon it, I will give him an inftance of a Corruption, a 
thouſand times Worſe than a miſtake in Printing , whereupon a Controverly in Re- 
ligion depends , repeated in all the Editicns of the Common-PTrajer , 1 have yet met 
with, 

The words are in the Office of Conminaticn, Curſed is the Man that makerh any car- 
ved or molten Image 10 worſhip it. Theſe Words are ſaid, to be taken out of Dent. 
27. 15. Where they are thus, Curſed be tke Man that maleth any graven or molten 1- 
mage , an abon:inaticn unto the Lord, the work of the Hands of th: Crafts-Man , and 
pntreth it in a ſecret Placei-.-- 

In the Li:urgyz the words, to worſhip it, are added to the Text, which denounceth a 
Curſe upon ſuch as make an Image for any Religious Ends, as ſuppoſe to beget in us 
good refle&ions, to bea help to our Devorions, &c. but the Addition reſtraineth the 
Curſe to the Act or Iitention of Adoration. Now there is a Controverſy of grea- 
ter Conſequence than that of ze and we, depends. upon this Addition, viz. whetber 

| — 


Cz. 
it be 1awful to uſe Images ( as ſuppoſe a Crucifix, &c. ) for Religious Ends, provided we 
ton't worfhip them. | bees Mes. js 

The Papiſts fay, it's not only lawful , but in ſome Caſes neceſſiry , that they are 
1 aynzn's Books. and great helps to Devotion : The Proteftants affirm according to the 
Scripture, they ought not to be made at all for the Ends of Religion, much leſs 
uv? cicher in the Congregation, or in a ſz2cret Place, Deut. 27. 15. Ifa. 44. 19s 
Habo. 2- 18, 19. 

This Addition in the Ziturgy ſeems to favour the Popiſh Dot ine , that we may uſe 
Inwzes in our Devotions , provided we don't worſhip them, | 

lam the more Confirm'd in this by the Images of Chriſt and kis Apoſtles , which I 
fnd Printed in ſeveral of cur Common-Prayers, and I doubt not bur they are inten- 
ded 2s helps to Pevorior , and I wiſh they were not deſigned as an Introdudion to 
In:22 Worfrip in the late Reigns , when projects of that kind were conniv'd at. 

However this be, th2 makingof ſuch Images is againft the Scriptures, eſp2cial- 
ly the 24. Commandment, aSis prov at large in the Bo9k of Homilies, It's thew'd 
there. 

1/7. * That no Image of Chrift can be male but a LYING IMAGE, be- 
& cauſe he is God and Man : Ncr can any true Image of his Body be made , becauſe 
« it is unknown now of what Form and Countenance he was; and there be in Greece 
« and at Rome, and in other Places, divers Tmages of Chriſt, and none of them 
« like to other, and yet every of them arirmeth , that theirs is tbe True, which 
&* cannot poſſibly be. Therefore as ſocn as an Image of Chriſt is made, by and. by 
«;isa LT E madeof him, which by God's Word is forbidden. . 

21y, * 1f an Image of Chrift cou'd truly be made, yet it is unlawful that it 
* ſhould be made, yea or that the Image of any Saint ſhou'd be made, eſpecially 
* to be ſet up in Temples. Jreneus reproves the Hereticks-call'd Gnofticks for car- 
«* rying about the Tmage of Chriſt. Jn the ſame Zomily is proved the unlawfull- 
« neſs of ſuch Images from Lev. 26. Exod, 20, and Deur. 27. and they quote 
« this tft Text aright, without the Addition in the Common- Prayer *, 

One may juſtly wonder , that ſuch a publick We of Images ſhou'd be alfow'd in 
our Churches, and'no Body that I hear of, reprove or condemn it, tho? all our Epiſ- 
co221 Miniſters have ſubſcribed to the Book of Homilies , as containing-a Godly and. 
r-holſome DoXtrine. The having.of Images in our Books of publick Devotions "is as 
unjuſtifiable as the ſetting 'em up in our publick Churches , nay the former is in this 
reſþett Worſe than the latter , becaule in the latter Caſe , one Image ſerves a whole 
Congregation , hut in the former there are as many Images as there are Worſhip-- 
pers with Pi4#ur'{ Common-Paryer-Books in their Hands. 

Chriftians thou'd avoid all Occaſions and Appearances of Tdolatry , but the Re- 
&ors Zeal runs another Way. I will not tempt him to execute the fiery Sentence- 
( he paſſed on the Bible ) upon his Common-Prayer , but I will recommend to his. 
Reading the learned and pious Zomilies apg.cinſt 1dolarry , which mention with A 
probation, * Epiphanius's renting a painted Cloth 3- wherein was a Pifture of Chrift,. 
& or of ſome Saint , affirming it to be againft our Religion , that any ſuch Image 
&© ſhou'd be had in the Temple or Church. Tf this A& of Epiphanius does not raiſe- 
an Emulation in him to purge his Church of Images, he ought at leaft to declare 
againſt the Corruption of Scripture to which he is acceflary , by giving his Aſent and 
Conſent 10 all and every Thing contain'd in the Liturgy, | 

Thus I havegratified his Requeſt , and given him ſuch an Inftance as he defires ,. 
and yet I will not ay, this isa Corruption of which all the Fpiſcopal Party is Guilty, 
becauſe I believe few of *em have taken notice of it, 


* Serm, againſt Peril of 1dolarry, Part 3d. 
F2r. 
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For aTfarther Confirmation of his Charge againſt the Difſenters, he ſaith, © ont 
6 of Arch-Biſhop Laud's Speech that the Purirers expung'd part of the XX. Articles 
© of the Church of England, concerning the Power of the Church to decree Rites and 
Ceremonies. 

«Tis yer Sub-Judice, whether that Clauſe was added by ſome of the Biſhops Friends, 
or expung'd by ſome of their Adverſaries , whether it were the one or tother, it 
does not-concern the Controverſy in Hand : Tho' it may ſeem more probable the 
were added by ſome Ceremonious Gentleman, for the Puritans alledged that the Clauſe 
was not #0 be found in the Latine, or Engliſh Articles of King Edward VI. or Queen 
Elizabeth, ratified by Parliament. The Arch-Biſhop can't ſay, that this Clauſe was 
in the Articles ot King Edward VI. but comes off with this fly Anſwer, That the Ar- 
ticles made in the time of King Edward VI. were not now in Force , and therefore not 
Material whether that Clauſe be in or out *. 

I thought Articles of Religion were not like As of Parliament, to be repealed at 
pleaſure. However , one may conclude from Arch-Biſhop Laud's Words , that the 
Clauſe about Ceremonies was not in the Original Articles of the Reformed Church of Eng- 
land in King Edward VI. time: It it had been in, he would have taken notice of it, 
as he does of all the Editions that had it in Queen Elizabeth's time, Jf ir was to be 
found in the Records of Convocation, Anno 1562. as the Arch-Biſhop ſaith, it is a fign 
the Church of England was grown more Ceremnious than it had been in King Ed- 
ward VI. time. Bethis Matter as it will, it concerns not u3, tho* the Rettor accor- 
ding to his wonted Juftice, reproaches us with it. Remark on Remarks, p. 51. 63. 

+ Arch-Biſhop Uſher, Arch-Bifhop Williams, Bilhop Morton, Biſhop Z0l4/worth, &c, 
in a Committee at Weſtminſter, 1641. mention this Article among the /nnovations in 
Dottrine in the Church of England. | 

He has a pleaſant Digreſhon on theſe Words of mine, 70 Diſſcnters bave urg'd this 
Corrupt reading in favour of a Popular Covernment in any of their Writings againſt 
Biſbops and Ceremonies. Remark, p. 14- which he thus reports , * No Difſfenters 
5 have urg'd this Corrupt reading againft Biſhops and Ceremonies ; 4nd then 
* adds, who ever thought that ye had any thing to do with the Ceremonies ? p. 52, 

I ſpoke of the Corrupt reading as applicd to a popular Government, which is evident 
67,my Words. I Note this as an Inftance of his Unfairneſs, and paſs by his Re- 
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I ſaid, That be confidently Affirms, without Proof, that the Scotch Bibles are generally 


Faulty in this Paſſage « © This is an impudent Slander, ſaith he , not to be ParalleV'd 
* Except, Ic. 

I ſee the Rettor does not love impudent Slanders, when himſelf is the Subjet of 
'<mz tho" he can be the Autor of them to the prejudice of others. Quod ribi fieri 
208 vis, alteri ne feceris, 

Byt I will make it appear tbat I have not Slander'd him. He owns, he ſaid, he 
had juſt Reaſon 0 ſuſpett rhe Scotch Editions, but takes no notice of his Saying in anov- 
ther Place, tht the Kirk tampers with and refines upen the Word of Cod, Serm. p. 26. 
and in p, 25- he faith, the Cameronian Preacher bid the Congregation turn to their 
Bible, and they thou'd find in As 6. 3. whom ye may appoint. 

Let any-one judge whether all-this does not amaunt to a confident Affirmation tht 
the Scotch Bibl-s are Faulty is this Paſſage. A. Man of Truth ſhou'd not Afhrm what 
he is aſham'd to own. 

He vindicates the mqtion he made in his Sermon to burn the Bible : © But why 
© burn the Holy Bible for one fingle Corruption ? Why ? Becauſe an Error which 


' * appears in Maſquerade, and under the Diſguiſe of Scripture being diſcover'd 


* deſerves no pity, being of ſo much the more dangerous Conſequence. p. 53. 


* Heyl. Life of 1 aud. p. 339. + Mr. Baxter's Life. p. 639. 
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This Man knows not how to diſtinguiſh between 77uth and Error. May not an 
Error be condemn'd without ſacrificing a whole Volume of Divine Truths to the 
Flames ? It's true, an Error deſerves 20 pity, but the Bible deſerves our vexeration. 
The Rettor ſerves the Bible as he has done the Diſenters, condemns the whole, for one 
Error of the Preſs. 


Unthinking Soul ! He has condemn'd the Holy Bible to be burnt for one ſingle Cor - +-- 


ruption , and in the ſame Diſcourſe has endeavour'd co prove that there are ſeveral 
Corruptions in all our Zebrew, and conſequently in all our Engliſh Bibles which are a 
Say yore of the Hebrew. | 

He faith, two Thouſand Years are lot in the Chronology of our Hebrew (and ſo of 
all our Engliſh ) Bibles : He affirms that our Bibles are Corrupt in Ger. 11. 12. 
and in Pal. 96. 10. ſee his Remarks 01 Remarks, Pe. 24s 25, 26. which I ſhall ex- 
amine in the Poſt/cripr. 

Thus he has ja effe& condemn'd all our Bibles to the Fire. The very Papiſts leave 
the Original Hebrew and Greek, and their vulgar Verſion untouch'd, but the good Kc- 
tor of Bury has condema'd rot only the Hebrew , which he ſays has many Corrupti-- 
ons, but the Latin, Greek, Engliſh, &c. Bibles which are all Corrupt in Pſal. 96. 10. 
according to the ReGtor, ſo that he has condemn'd to be Burnt ali rbe Bibles in the 
Chriſtian World, which according to him have at leaft.a fingle Corruption, and this is 
Cauſe enough why they ſhou'd be Burnt, as he wou'd have us believe. 

He wou'd do well to tell the World what Religion he is of, for I think all Chr iftians 
diicover an Afﬀeion and Tenderneſs towards the Houly Bible , which in us he miſ-in-- 
terprets for an Afetion to Error, The very Fews have a Veneration for the Law 
and Prophets, the Mahometans for their A!coran , and ſo had the Ancient Pagans-for 
iheir Oracles and Sacred Annals , Which: they carefully repofited' in their Temples ,. 
but the Refor of Bury , the moſt Reverend Recor of Bury wou'd perſuade his Supe-- 
r:ours to: Bura the Holy Bible for one Corruption, and at the ſame Time endeavours to. 
prove that al! our Bibles have ſeveral Corruprtions. Ps 52, 
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Being au Anſwer to his Srxth Chapter, and containing a Vindication of 
Ar. Baxter and others from the Redtor's Calummes. 


15S laſt Chapter has nothing in it of Argument that concerns the main Suhb- 

jc&, it conſiſts of Invettives and unjuſt RefleAions upon two worthy Perſons, 
Mr. B. and Mr. P. that are gone to reſt, and never that I heard of difturb'd bis, 
when they were alive: Nor do my Remarks give him the leaft Occaſion to beſpatter 
the Memories of theſe Good Men, but they were Diſſenters, which is Motive enough 
to the Pions Refor to embalm their Names with ſuch Perfumes as his Repoſitory pro- 
duceth. 

He begins with Mr. B, whom he had accuſed of Corruptirg the Word of God, in 
leaving out the word theſe in Ats 15. 28. 

Tanſwered, 1/t. That Mr. B. does not pretend to Cite the Words of the De. 
cree in Afts 15. 28. but gives the Reaſon on which it was grounded, had he cited 
the words of the Text, he wou'd have render'd '*em in the /econd Perſon, it ſeem'd 
good to the Holy Ghoft, ana tous, to lay upon YOU nv greater Burthen, but 
be ſpeaks in the third Perſon, it ſeem'd good to the Holy Ghoſt and them,to lay upon 
them. 

The ReQor unfairly ſuppreſſes part of the Sentence by an , ©. Ir ſeem'd good to 
the Holy Ghoſt and to us, &c. and then cries out, what a goodly Remarker is this , 
toUsS inthe ſecond Perſon, as if T had miſtaken one Perſon tor another. But it is 
Plain by my Words that I refer the ſecond Perſon to the following Words to Jay upoy 
YO VU, which, he left out with, ©&c. that this unfair dealing might not appear. 

He fills hatf a Page with a goodly declamation upon our Ignorance in the Engliſh 
Accidence , and wou'd adviſe us to go to School again 10 learn the firſt Rudimznts of all 
T anguages. Þ, 56s 

I cou'd heartily wiſh his Defetts were no worſe than thoſe he untruly charges upon 
us, but I fear he is yet to l-arn the firſt Rudiments of al Religion, Sincerity and Zoneſty, 
I wou'd remit him to the Dzvimiry School to learn the TX. Commandment, mot ro bear 
falſe Wimeſs , but that he is obſtinately reſolved ro burn that ook, which only can 
teach him this Lefſon. 

However my Defence of Mr. Baxter ſtands good, that he deſigned not to Cite the 
very Words of the Text, but torefer to them, This the Rector could nor deny , 
which is enorgh te juſtify him againſt his Charge. 

21y. If Mr. Baxter had miſ-quoted Scripture, the RefFor of al! Men living ſhould 
have held his Peace, for he is notoriouſly Guilty of this Fault, of which I gave Ten 
Inſtances in his Sermon, and he has not been able to deny cn2 of them, only endea- 
vours to excuſe it as well as he can. He mif-quotes his very Text, diminiſhes and 
adds to his Quotations at his Pleaſure. 

He puts inſtruction for admonition in 1 Cor. 10, 11. leaves out the words, which I 
command you, in Deut. 4. 2. puts cover for ſhall be full, in Jjz. 11. g. reads certify 
for teſtify, in Rev. 22. 18, 19. leaves Out, til! all be fulfilled, in Mat. 5. 18. reads 
ſeek out ſeven Men, inſtead of look ye out among you jeven Men, in 4s 6. 3, ſo that 
he has corrupted this very Scripture ( by leaving out the Words, amorg you ) cone 
cerning which he has made ſuch a Clamour, as it the Difjenters had corrupted it. 

There 
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There were two Things xe arhabl e jn;bis Sermgn-about Corrupting: the Word uf 
God ; the Firſt was his Text, From w] CANE Co his Ce Cad th be has 
miſ-quotedz: the Seeond was the $ybje& of his Charge in 4@s & 32 and this alſo he 
has miſ-quored , by putting. ſeek-for book , and amitting.the Words among you; And 
therefore it ill) becomes him to aggravate Mr. B's. omitting the word 1heſe. 

319. Ifind 4&s 15. 28, in the Bogk of #omulies, ( to which the Rettor has ſubſcri- 
bed ) quoted without, the words theſe, ©, 1n the AQts of the Apoſtles. we read that 
« they ſent word to the brethren, Afts 15. 28. that it ſeemed..good fo. the Holy 
©© Ghoſt and: to-them, to charge, them with. no. more than with neceſſary Things. * 

If the Owiftionof the word befe be a Corgupting, ofthe Word: ot God , let. bim: 
write an InveRive againft,the Homilies of the Church, and retract his Subſcripzjon by 
which he has made bimſelf a Parzy to this Corruption. | 

He charges Mr. B..with Corrupting a Paſſage in, Ferom in, his Fifth Diſpute, which 
I have not by me, and therefore can ſay nothing to it :-But if it be mifquoted, I be- 
lieve it was by Accident ; and not; by ,Deſiga as he-ſuggeſts. Its evident that he de- 
fſonedly mikrepreſented me, in ſaying;-I miſtgok ;one-Perſon for another, and to co- 
ver his Deſign ſupprefieth-that Part.of ; the. Sentence to, which I refer'd ; and there-- 
fore have little *Reaſan-to believe his Accuſaticns of Mr. B. or any body elſe , and 
leſs Reaſon 0: believe: he bas ſuch an 4verſige 2s he pretends ,, to that he aol 


Charges us with, viz. 4 deſigned miſ-repreſentation of Authors. This he is notariouſ 
Guilty of , andwhich is:a;groat deal worſe , be hath Corgupzed the Word of Gad, which. 
I admoniſhed. him of: in my; Anſwer to his-Teuramen Nowm, in which,you may fint 
both Cerruptions z one is in A&s 11. 19- where he.reads, "ye Til gregrhed the ond, 
&c. infteadiof tbe that were ;ſcatrer'd abrogd-- preached the Word , &c. ſo our Bibles. 
have it-according to the Original. This logks like a deſigned Corruptiqn; meerly to 
ſuppont.his Argument ,.as the Reader may ſee in his Teptame. p..4s, © 
/Theiother Corruption is of 1 Car. 5+ 4. i» the Name: au Ine-felueGbrift when 


ye are gathered: ; aud: my-Spiris; &c. ſo -our-;Bibles. The Regtor reads it- /x 
he Name of .onx' Lord feſus—— and of my. Spirit ,. as it the Con ntna were Dat the 
Name of -my Pizit, i. &. by my Authority,. jntimating that the whole Power of- Ex- 


 communication-was.in the Apeftle, and none in the Church , contrary to 1 Core.5.. 


113, 14. ſc& his Temtam.. Þ.. 17. | py 

One wou'd think a Man that is Guilty of Corrupting the Scriptures ſhou'd nat-fo 
ſeverely aggravate a miſ-quotation out. of theFathers ,- which may Happen by. the 
Fault of the Trauſcriberor Praner, or by the imatvertency of the moſt. vigi ak. qabey, 
without any. Deſign. :But. none are. more forward,to cenſure a Moze in a Brothers 
Eye, than thoſe Gentlemen that have a Beam in their qwn. The ,Rettor is one that 
doth ſo in his Charge againſt Mr. B. and myſelf. 

He beftowsthe t wo-next Pages upon a miſ:quuted Paſſage out of Chry/oſtom,in my 
Pleay in which pd y-is-miCprinted for gz1. © The Point I treated of was ,. that, Evar- 
geliſts-were unfixed Officers, which is Evident in-the New-Teftament , and is, the Ge- 
neral Opinion of, learned: Men,-nay the Rettor himſelf can't:deny but they were at 
firſt fixed. - Tentam. p '118. ©. For:| the : Confirmation- of this receiv'd Opinion'T 
quoted Eufebius and Chryſoſtom as agreeing, with him , and by a' miſtake we y is put 
for 4 in the latter , which makes the Negative an Affirmative. 

* I, but faith he ,-if you had cited Chyſoftom in the. Negative (as you ought ) 
* he-would not haye «greed with Eufebzus.: Pr 157... ©" 

I have proved-jn-my Tutam. Evangel. that they do: agree, if 'Chryſoſtom be cited in. 
the Negartve ,-as T confeſs he ought. ' Zuſebius Aaith , they paſed 3nto other. Countries 
&d Nations; Chryſoſtom faith, they did -not go up and down every where (as the A-- 


* Homil.. againſt Whoredom, ; Part, p, 72. edit, Lond, 1673. Fol, : 
I E poſtle? 
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poſtles did ) but preach'd. the Goſpel as Priſcillg and Aquita.' ' He adds a little after, 
that rhe Evangeliſts-went about; oo OO } 0 ahh : 

* It's evident from Chryſoftom, that Evangeliſts went about i but not every where : 
So did Aquila and Priſcilla go up and down , but mor every where , as-St. Part and 0+ 
ther Apoſtles did. Aquilaand Priſcilla are Evargeliſts in Chryſoftom, now it's certain 
they wenz 1p and down, and that as the Apoſtles helpers in Chriſt, Rom. 16. 3. A- 
quilz was a Native of Pontus, Aﬀs 18,' 2. he lived with his Wife Priſcillz ſometime 
'at' Rome : "Afterwards we find' them at Corimb, Aﬀs 18. 1,2. afterwards at Epbeſia, 
Aﬀs 18. 18. 19. 1 Cor. 16. 19. and after that we meet them at Rome, Rom. 16, 7, 
if the” Epiſtle to the Romans was written after the 1 Corinthians, as Dottor Light- 
foot Aﬀirms. + When the ſecond Epiſtle to Timorhy was written we find 'em in 4fia: 
2 Tim, 4+ 19. *Tis moſt undeniable then that Aquilaand Priſcilla, Chryſoſtom's Evan- 
gelifts, went up and down, and that into other Countries and Nations ( tho' not every 
where ) and ſo Chryſoſtom agrees with Euſebius. 7 28 

But ſuppoſe Chryſoftom thou'd not agree with Euſebins ( as it's Evident he doth ) 
this doth not prejudice Eufebius's Teſtimony , nor my Zypotbefis' of Evangeliſts , that 
they were unhxcd Officers, which'the'ReQtor himſelf is forced - to acknowledge. I 
thall not quarrel with him about Chryſoſtom, whilft he owns my Notion of Evange- 
liſts, which if he think fit to retra&t, I will undertake to maintain without being 
obliged to Chry/oſtom. | | | | 

« He thinks, Thave no'way to come off. from his Charge of Corrnpting Chryo- 
* ftom ( for which he is pleaſed to give me the Charatter of : a Great. Rogue.) but. by 
«© Pleating, Ignorance or Diſponeſty. - p58 1 1 8E? yr 

There is no necefſity of either Pleg, which are both equally falfe : But T have a 
Third, which is a juft one', and will pals with Men-of. Honeſty, whoſe Charaderiſtic is 
Cander, viz. that the miſtake ( of we'y for py" ) was by'inadvertency or over-ſight, 
as we*witl Charitahly hope many-of his are; tho? a Man-muft firain his-Charity ve- 
ry hard to think fo of his:Corrupting the Text of Scripture. ':It cannot be imagi- 
ned'his Printer wou'd foift mbote' Words into a Text without the knowledge of the 
Author, eſpecially where the Corrupt teading is adapted to an Argument which can- 


not be ſupported without it. - Let the World judge who is the-Grear\R,---- he that | 


happens to miſtake a Sentence in the Fathers, or he that refines upon the Word of | 


Ay, but ſaith he, «© the Remarker "hath Corrupted Rom. 15. 19- for he affirms 
&« Tutam.  Evangel. p. 124, 125. ) that Paul preach'd the Goſpel in. /Iyricum : 
« Here is a groſs and delign'd Corruption of Scripture to ſerve a Cauſe, *Tis in 
«the Original xUuzA@ wixer 76 IAAvgis, round about unto Miyricum, q; d. as far 
« as /lricum, but not in Jl[yricum, as Mr. Owen aim'd to prove. þ. 5B, 59. 

I perceive if a Man does not apply Scripture according to the Rettors mind , he 


can*r eſcape the Cenſure of Corrupting it.. I did not quote the yery Words of the |} 
Text, but refer'd to it, as a Teſtimony of the Apoſtles, preaching in-/yricum, as | 
:everal learned Men have done-before me, who were never charg'd with Corrup- } 
ting this Place. Peter Marty explains uſq; ad; by. uſq; in Ilhyricum, 1. e. into llhyricum, © 
io doth Arerius. * ws, axg and' we x8 are nſed promiſcuouſly, and ſignify u/que * 


44, as far as, or unto a Place, ſometimes exclufruely and often inclufively, Thus the ? 
Brethren condutted Paul, Aﬀs 17.-15. £ws Adnuvar, unto Athens, i. &. into Athens. 7 


So in Aﬀs 20. 4. there accompanied -him &xee Tis Ages, «, far 4s His, or into 
Ajia, as we well render it.” Andthat muft be the meaning, as:appears by v. 5. they 
terriedfor us at Troas. It's well if the ReQor does not make the Tranſlators of this 


* oy Twy X4 FvaYy YEA Commor. in Eph. 4. Aby. 5, &. Þ Vol. I. p. 299. and 
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Place Corraniers of the Word of God, for rendering a xg: ( which is the ſame with 

b-yer ) by into. h 
£ Toke no doubt but the Apaftle preath'd'the Gofpel in Nlhricun® for he ſaith, that 
from Jeruſalem and round about unto Tlyricum, be fully preached th: Goſpel of Chriſt. 
If he preached at Feruſalem, the terminus a quo , why not at 1lyricum, the terminus 
£1 quem, of his Apoftolical motion ? No Reaſon can be given why the'end of his Pro- 
-_ rag be taken excluſrvely , when the Feruſalem , the begining of it, is taken 
jnclufruelty, 

Suppoſe the Rettor ſhou'l ſay , he w2nr from Bury, round about unto Mancheſter z 
wou'd not any body underſtand him lo, as if he had been in-Mancheſter ? Or ſuppoſe 
one ſhou'd ſay, King William ſaiFd from England round about unto Holland, you muſt 
imagine according tv the Rettors Senle of the Words, that he touched only upon the ; 
Coalts of Holland, but went not into #olland : In like manner , when the Apoftle 
faith, he preached from Feruſalem unta liyricum ,. one wou'd naturally conclude he 
preach'd in Ilhricum. - © . | 

Titus , who was Paxl's Companion, and Meſſenger - to the Chiirches he had plan=- 
ted, We are certain was in Dalmatiaz which is part of /tyricum,' * Therefore it's 
highly probable that Paul planted a Church there. 

I find /Uyricum mentioned by the Magdebury Hiſtorians + among the Places in which 
Paul had planted a Church, and they ground their Opinion upon Rome 15. 19. Or- 
tclius alſo mentions 1l[yricum as one of the Places where St.” Paul had: preached. || 

In a Word, the Rettor muft prove that the Apoſtle turned back at the very Bor- 
ders of 1Uyricum , before he can'diſprove my Senſe of this-Text , which is neither fin» 
eular, nor inconfiſtent with other Scripture: And if he were able to do this ( which 
he is not ) it wou'd amount to no more, than my being miftaken in the meaning of 
the Words, unte.Ilyricum, | 

As to his Scurritous Harague upon Mr. Baxter ( for no.other Reaſon but becauſe I 
called him that Great Man ) I will not defile my Paper with it , but leave-him to be 
chaſtiſed by 'the Scorpions in hisio#n Breaſt, which will ſooner or latter find a-tender 
Place in. his/:awakened 'Conſcience. I will only: take notice of the Charatter given 
Mr. Baxter by Dr. Wilkins, the Re&ors late Dioceſan. He cultivated, ſaith he, cvery 
Subjeft he handled, and if be bad lived in the Primitive Times, be had been one of 1be 
FATHER'S of tbe Church. :. Another time he ſaid with admiration of him, Jbas 
1 was enough for one Ape no produce ſuch a Perſon as Mr, Baxter, * 


* Pio]. Geogr. Tab, TX, Europ, + Eccl. Hiſt, Cent. 1, lib; 2. cap. 2. pe 22+ |þ Dif 
cript. Peregrinat, D., Pauli Apoſt, * Baxt. Fun. Serm. by Dr. Bates, p+ 105+ 1096s , 
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Containing a Recapitulation of ſome principal Things, with an Idea rf the 
Rector's four Cardinal Vertzes., viz. Juſtice , Truth, Candoy , and 
_ Charity. | | | 


Shall-ſum up what has been largely infifted on , and give the Reader a ſhort and 
] clear View of the whole, by which he may judge what Credit is to be given to 
the Reftor's Charge, and what Sort of Man he is. 

E. I will begin with his TV. Arguments, which contaits the Proof of his Charge. 

His Firft Argument ( that the firſt Error happened in 1638. when Preſbytery was 
- the Aſcendant) he has ( rt. } thrown ont of doors himſelf, by acknowle1ging it a 
meer Error of the Preſs,. and a1 unhappy Miſtake. 21y. I have proved that Preſbytery 
in that Year was undermoſt in England, and Epiſcopacy in the Vertical, 3ly. And if 
it had been in the Hſcendanr, it will not follow that the Presbyrerians were Authors 
of that Corruption , becauſe, 18. It does not fayour their Principles, 2ly. Arch- 
Biſhop Zaud guarded the Prefs againft the Puritans. 31. It was in the Hand of E- 
piſcopal Men. 4ly. The Univertity of Cambridge , where the firft Corruption hap- 
pened; was under the Government of Epitcopal Perſons . h 4; 14V] 

As to his HM. Argument, That the Corruption favours the Difjenters, I have proved 
that it does not favour any Opinion of theirs 3 that they look on the VII. Deacons 
in A#s 6. as Minifters of Tables, and not of the Word and Sacraments z and that they 
aſcribe the Power of .0r4ainivg or Appointing Church-Othcers unto the. Minifters 
and ' not tv the People. ln 6 mit? 

- In-Anſwer to his ITI. Argument, viz. That the Epiſcopal Party wou'd nor Corrupt 
this Place , becauſe it does not favour thetr Principles 4 1 have Thewed, . that it was Cor- 
rupted by them, and that ſeveral of 'em have afferted the Popular Principles, yet I 
will not be fo uncharitable as to arfirm , tbat they have Corrupted it on Deſign to 
advance theſe Principles : Tho' it were eafy for a.Man of the Rettor's temper-t0 ag- 
gravate the Matter. | | | | 

I have ſufficiently confuted the Cameronian Story, which makes his IV. Argument, 
and confronted the fingle Teftimony of Call. Fairfax , ( which is 'againft an 9rdividu- 
um vagum , withont naming Perſon , Time or Place) with the Vote of the Gere» 
ral Aſſembly of Scotland : And have ſhewed how unjuſtly he has Traduced the Scorch 
Editons of the Bible, among which I can find but two that are Faulty, and thoſe 
under the Biſhops there; as it is undeniable the Engliſh Corrupt Editions happen- 
ed when the Preſs was in th2-Hands of Zpiſcopat Perſons, who in Common Juttice 

muſt Anſwer for the Errors of it. GETS EY | S3- 

Theſe Four Arguments are the Sandy-Fourdation , on which he builds ſo beavy 4 
Charge: Now the Foundation failing him, the Superftrutture falls on bis own Head, 
and the zepurartion of this fooliſh Maſter-Builder lies buried under the ruins of his 
Malicious Contrivement. 

II. Having ſhew'd the weakneſs of his Arguments, I will give you a Taft of his 
Regard to the Word of God. While he is charging us with Corrupting it, he has 
made the 'boldeſt Artempt perhaps of any Man living to undermine it. 

He has endeavour'd to expunge all the Titles of the Pſalms out of the Sacred Canon, 
He has affirm'd 7f. 72. 20. to be manifeſily Faiſe. He diſparages our Engliſh Bibles, 
which agree with the Zebrew, and wou'd perſuade us that they are Corrupted by the 

Fews 


C35 1 | 
Fews in mheterlall Zhhngs, efpecially in. Pf. 96.' x01 anit in Gov. 11. 12. Herts ue 
that two Thouſand Years are loft in our Scripture*Chrone ſothat a Ng, to-00c 
Helvedb 00 ins anne be pror'd that Chrift is come im the . He 
ſtands convidte of having Corrapred It. 19. and 1 Coz. 5. 4. to ferve 4 Comps 
Defign. He ſaith that but for Tradition , PIzto, Senecs, and the Seven Wife Men of 
Greece ( and it's pity but he weremade the Eighth ) might lay claim ro Mmfpiration, as 
well as the holy Scripture. 
TIL. Iwill give an /dee of ſuch Vertues as ſhine forth in his Remarks on Remarte, 

which render him a very remarkable Man. | 

I will ſhew him the Beauties of his own Face in the beft Glaſs with which he has 
accommodated us , hoping that the charming Reflettion of his own Form wilt noe 
tranſport him into an Adonis Paſſion. 

if. His Fuſtice is fo tranſcendent, that it cannot be confined to that vulgar Rute 
of ſuum Cuiqz No, the Rettor has given us a new Rule of Fuffice , which is alierum 
Cuiqz This is a Tenzamen Novam in Erbicks, | 

He has given us an Inſtance of this »ew S9rt of Fuſtice in his Cameroman Story, 
which he imputes to the whole Budy of Diflenters, I have read of One &#2maer ; 
who ſought to be reveng'd of al the F:ws' for One Mordecai's Offence, but this can- 
not Parallet the Reftor's Fuftize ( which ſcorns to imitate ſuch imperfect Patterns } 
for Zaman cou'd prove Matter of Fat upon Merderai, which-the. ReQtor has not been 
able to do upon the Cameronian Preacher xz; and yet. he has the Modefty to Vindicate 
this piece of Fuftice by telling us, p. 47. The Engliſh Prevbyterians are like 30 bear 
the Burthen of their Bretbren in Scotland. | 

219, His Truth is as remarkable as his Fuſtice. He has advanced and attempted to 
Confirm a Falſe Accuſation againft the Diſſenters in General, eſpecially the Preſby- 
terians of Engiand and Scotland, that they have Corrupted the Word: of God : And 
yet wou'd have us beheve that his Sermany was prearFd an Vindication of the Church of 
England 4gainft Lancaſhire Diffeuters , who are not ſo much as named in the whole 
Sermon, You have another Inftance of his Frath, wherethe ſays, That, according -10" 
Mr, Owen, the People belike ordain'd the Deacons. Remarks on Remarks, Þ. 4, 45. 

This is a notorious Un-truth , which may be look'd npon as the Off-pring of his 
impregnated Wrath,and we may ſuppoſe he is the more fond of this Spurions Bras, be-" 
cauſe the Sayings of Fathers are a Rule of Fainb to him, ( we will ſuppoſe of Praftice 
alfo ) and he has quoted a-very eminent Father, who, as the ReGtur ſaith , cared wor 
what jn bis Heat be” ſaid or wrote for the ſuppore of his own Opinion, p. 29. 18. | 

The Story he tells of Mr. P. and Mr. B. are farther Evidences of his Regard to 
Truth, 

219. His C andor and Charityare of a Piece with Truth and Fuftice, for all the Per- 
tues meer in him. ; ES 

1ſt. I will take Notice of his Charity to- the Difſemters in General,concernmg whom 
ke is convinced, #hat Meekneſs and Chariny is due unto them, and as a rare Inftance of 
" it, he wou'd have fem ſtyled, the Foxes and Firebrands of rhe Church and Nation. p. 2, 


* He makes it Religious Eypocriſy in us to Style our Sclves Miniſters of the Goſpel , 
which he and his Brethren ſeldom or never do, becauſe, I preſime; they reckon them- 
ſelves dignified by more honourable Titles. p, 6 : DAE 
He falfly fays, Thur the Socinians and «hnoft al-rhe Nation of Schifmaticks and Here- 
ticks are iy the Intereſt of the Difſemers, Tf-uncharitableneſs be a EbaraFeriſtic of 3chiſm, 
Iknow no ſuch Schiſmazic in the three Kingdoms as the Rettor is : And if the Ob- 
finate maintaining a ſingle Error in tbe Foundation denominate a Heretic, what ſhall 


we call the Man, who has endeavour'd to ovez-throw the whole Foundaion of Religi- 
- 


[ 36 ] | 

on by charging our Bibles with ſeveral material Corruptions, and condemning thent 
to'be Burns for a fongle One ?  p.1280 | | 
- ' 21y.-We will give ſome Inftances.of his Charitable and Candid Temper towards par- 
ticular Perſons,” whom he abuſeth without the leaft provocation. - | ; 

+ He begins with Ferom, that great Light of the Latin Church , of whom he ſaith, 
be is unworthy to be believ'd in any Thing , that be cared nos what in his Hear be ſaid or 
wrote. In plain Ergliſh he makes a Great R--gue of him, and yet at the ſame time 
makes ſuch another of Mr. B-----7, for reaping up the Faults of 12 Ancient Farbers. 1 
perceive Mr. B's. Fault was that he intruded into the Retor's Province , whoſe pro- 
per Priviledge it is to revile the Ancient Fathers , tho' he denies not but Mr. B's. &c- 
ports are True, but I have proved his Charatter of Ferom to be Falſe. p. 18, 61. 

In a Word, Mr. B.cither did well or ill in reaping up the Faults of the Fathers, if 
wel}, why does the Refor with ſo much malignity cenſure him for it ? It i#, who 
does he imitate, him ?' p. 18, 61. | | 
* - He refletts on the Reverend Mr. Tallents, as if he wanted Integrity, tho' he can't 
diſprove his Account of Cambridge in 1638, which Mr. Fuller juſtifies. Here the 
Rector makes bold to ſtep into the Throne of the Omniſcient, whoſe Prerogative it is 
to judge of Men's integrity, Rom. 14. 10, 11, 12. He knows who has done fo before 
him, when he paſſed the ſame Cenſure on upright Fob. chap. 1. v. g. Þþ+ 39- 
 Herefle&s on his Majeſties Werds, * and hopes to Excuſe it, by telling us, he 
derided only the Scorch-Reeforr, + tho' he knows the King had approv'd of it,. and in- 
ferted it into his Letter of Inftcuftions to his Commiſſwner in Scorland. This is an 
Inſtance of his Loyalty, for which his Three Sermons of Subjetion have made him Fa- 
mous in the Nortbern-Climate. 

He reproaches the late Reverend Mr. P. as if be kad Married bis Wife without Con- 
fent of Parents, which I am inform'd is moſt Falſe. Mr. Robert Milne of Rechdale af- 
firms, * He often heard Mrs. P's. Parents declare to his Father , who was a Neigh- 
« bour and Relation unto them, that me had net only givenFfree Conſent, but with- 
« all expreſſed a great deal of Satisfattion-in the Marriage , and look'd on it as a 
« very gracious and merciful Providence. p. 62. 

Iam inform'd the C1aſs-Rigiſter, a Copy of which the Rettor ſaith is in his Hands, 
contains a Vindication of Mr. P. who being accuſed of an irregular and clandeftine 
| Marriage , produced a Certificate of the Conſent of Parents. If this be ſo , The Re- 
| &or is guilty of the baſeſt difingenuity to revive a malicious Accuſation againſt a Man 
in his Grave, and fo ſuppreſs his Compurgation, whereby his Innocency was cleared. 
Mrs. 7. afficms, and will take it upon her Oath , if there be occaſion , that ſhe ha4 
ber Parents Conſent , and that Morning before ſhe was Married to Mr. P. ſbe had both 
Father and Mother's bleſſing, and in tbe Evening they were both entertain'd and wellcom- 
ed by ber Parents. 

He quarrels with an i»nocent Paſſage in the Reverend Mr. 0. Z's, Family Altar, tlie 
deſign of which is to perſuade Perſons to keep up the Worſbip of God in their Foemi- 
Les. It's well if the Reftor in his Parochial Viſutations be as forward to oblige his 
Pariſhoners to Pray in their Families, as he is to ridicule a judicious Diſcourſe upon 
the Subjet of Family Prayer. It puts me in Mind of the Fews Treatment of the 
Chriftians, of which Fuſt, Martyr gives this Account, tho* one ſhou'd ſpeak Ten Thou- 
fand Words never ſo well, if be bappens 0 ſay the leaſt Thing that does not pleaſe you, 
becauſe it's etrber not underſtood , or not carefully beeded , you overlook tbe abundance of 
Thivgs that are well ſpoken , and get ſome.lintle Word by tbe. end , and faſten upon it the 
moſt impious Conſtruitions, || © | | 
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The Reftor ſerves Mr. 0, 7, much after the ſame Manner , he over-looks 
all the good Things in Mr. &#'s, excellent Book , the very Sbjeft of which is re- 
commending to every Devout Chriſtian, and has pick'd out one Sentence in it to make 
Sport with, which is this, God is the Author of all Topography and Geography , as wel! as 
Genealogy and Chronology. þpe. 37- 

Any one but the Candid Refor wou'd have over-look'd a Paſſage of this kind in a 
popular Diſcourſe of Praical A , wherein Minifters Study not all the exattnels 
of Expreſſion. But he is One of Fuſt, Mart. Criticks, who ſeeks Occaiion to re- 
proach more uſeful Men than himſelf. The words are capable of a fair Conftrufti- 
on. Why may not God be call'd tie Author of Geography, as Hipparchus call's Homer, 
b:1jus peritie primarium Authorem *, the firft and Chief Autbor of Geagraphy ? Tho' 
Homer has not written profefledly of that Subjett , but there are a great many Di/- 
criptions of Places ſatter'd up and down in his Poems, and fo there are in the Scrip- 
ture. The Great Bochart hath written a very Learned Book of Sacred Geagrapby. + 

It's certain the firft Book extant that Treats of Geography, Genealogy and Chronolo- 
£Y is the Bible, of which I hope the ReQter will not deny God to be the Author. 
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E find ye for we, in Matt, 20. 22. of a fair O&avo Bible , 
/ Printed at Oxford 1679. ye are able, inſtead of we are 
ble. | 
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| THE 
POSTSCRIPT 
Eeing an Anſwer to the ReSor's 2d, Chapter, where- 
in he endeawours to prove the Titles of the Plalms 


to be no Parts of Scripture, and the Hebrew Bibles 
to have been Corrupted in very material Things. 


or Inſcriptions of the Pſalms, and the Purity of the Hebrew Text, of which our 
Ergliſh Bibles area Tranſlation. 

I muft here premiſe, that the Difference between the Rettor and me about 
the Hebrew Titles, and Copies is no point of Controverſy between the Epiſcopal Party 
and the Diſſenters, but I oppoſe a bold Paradox of his, which he endeavours to-main- 
tain -= the Common Sentiments of learned Proteſtants, and the more moderate. 
Papiſts. p 

I ſhall begin with the Titles of the Plalms, which becauſe he finds 'em omitted in: 
the Licurg y Tranſlation of the Pſalms, he attempts to exclude out of the Sacred Ca 
209, We agree that they are very Ancient, but he is of Opinion they are humaze 
Additions, and that ſome of 'em are Falſe : I athrm , and-undertake to prove that 
they are of equal Authority with the reſt of the Pſalms, and to be admitted for'Ca- 
»6nical Scripture, Before we enter upon the debate of this Point, let it be conſider's, 
1/t. That the ReCor's Opinion is very tingular , and has few or no Patrons in the 
Chriſtian World at this Day. He has not hitherto been able to produce any one. 
Proteſtant Writer, or Chriſtian Commentator that has condemn'd *emras Spurious and . * 
Un-canonical. A wiſe Man is not Ambitious of being thought ſingular , eſpecially 
in a doubtful Point, leaft of all inan Error, and that of ſuch a Nature as ftrikes at. 
the Authority of any Part of the inſpired Volumns. 24!y. Tho' the Titles-of the Pſalms, 
be but a ſmall Part of Scripture, and ſeveral of 'em obſcure, and hard to be under- 
fiend, we muſt not therefore expunge them out of the Divine Canon, to which we - 
muſt neither add nor diminiſh. Every Word of God ought to'be equally precious - 
to us, as being an Emanation from the ſame Fountain of un-erring. Wiſdom and 
Truth : Even the more abſtruſe, and ſeemingly leſs uſeful Parts of Scripture muſt: 
be received with the ſame Veneration,which is paid to thoſe that are more plain,and 
do more ſenſibly concern us. 3dly. If the Titles be Parts of the Holy Scripture, as 
' Iſhall prove immediately, the Reftor ftands convited by bis own Sermon of being 4 
Corrupter of the Word of God, for he endeavours to diminiſb from it. 

In proſecuting this Subjett, 1/t. I will vindicate my Arguments to prove the Ti- 
tles of the Pſalms to be Canonical. 2dly. I will anſwer his ObjeRions to the Con» 


trary.. "IIS: 
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]: purſuance ts my promite, I will now examine his Digreſſion, about the 7ztles, 


exemplaribus apparent, & Grot, ad fin, Ep. ad Rom. Vid, Eſt, in loc. 
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Vindicating my Arguments for the Titles of the Pſalms. 


T HE ReQor having challenged us to prove the Titles to be Original and Eſſen- 
rial Parts of Scripture, 1 propoſed a few Arguments for the Aﬀetmative with- 
out Deſign of entering into this Cuntroverſy, as being foreign to his Charge : Theſe 
he pretends to Anſwer , which I ſhall now Vindicate. 

I. My firſt Argument was this, That they are as Ancient as the Pſalms themſelves, for 
ought appears ts the Contrary, they being in all the Hebrew aud Greek Copies that ever 
I bave ſeen, and that they are moſt of 'em Tranſlated by the LXX. and by Theodotion , 
Symmachus, and Aquila, as alſo by rhe Targumiſt. 

* To this he anſwers, © That the Sublcriptions of St. Paul's Epiſtles are to be 
* found in all Greek Copies ſave that of Claromont, and are always Tranſlated into 
** our mcdern Verſions, and yet the Remarker will not own them for Canonical Scri p- 
ture. 

Nothing can be inferr'd from theſe Subſcriptions in prejudice of my Argument, 
becauſe, 1ſt, They are not in all Greek Copies , as Grotzus and Bez4 with many 
others have obſery'd , and the Rector is forced to confeſs z but can he produce any 
Copy of the Hebrew Pſalms that wants the 7itles ? The conſtant Conſent of all #c- 
brew Copies beſpeaks 'em not only ancient hut original Parts of Scriptures. 

2. The Poftſcripts of St. Pau/'s Epiftlesare not the fame in all ancient Manuſcripts, 
and therefore ſaith Grorius, © they are of no Authority, becaule they are not in all 
* ancient Copies, nor the ſame in thoſe that have 'em, and they are different in the 
« Swtac and Arabic Copies; + But the Titles of the Pſalms are the ſame in all our 
Hebrew Copies, and ſo they were in thoſe which Ferom uſed, which is an Argu- 
ment they were not added, but are cover'd with the Text. When the ReQor has 
produced the like Variety in the Zebrew Copies concerning the Zi:les as is to b2 found 
in the Greek Manuſcript concerning the Subſcriprions, he does ſomething to the Pur- 
pole, in the mean Time we'l diſmiſs his Argument as Impertinent. 

11. My 24. Argument was, That the Tinles of the Pſalms were receiv'd by the Jew- 
iſh Charch,avd are by the Chriftian Church, as Canonical Scripture ; they are Tranſlated 
by the Jewiſh Doctors into Greek, 4d by Jerom into Latin, and they are in the modern 
Ferſrons, | 

To this he Anſwer , & That the Sabſcriptions of Sr. Paul's Epiftles are Tranſla- 


 * ted in the modern Languages, and all Chriftian Churches receive them yet not as 


* Canonical Scripture; So the Fews receiv'd the Titles, but not as Eſſential Parts 

« of Scripture , but as we do the Poftſcripts, and the Contents of the Chapters. 
I. That the Fewiſh Church received 'em , but not as eſſential Parts of Scripture 

4s barely affirm'd, and not prev d. I challenge him to give us one Inftance for the 


eonfirmation of ſo bold an Aﬀertion. The Fews receiv'd the Titles and the Body of 


The Plalms alike, we do not find that they made any difference in Point of Authori- 
ty between the one an the 0:hzr, they that athirm they did, ought to prove it. 
24ly. We rejz& the Contents of Chaprers and the Poſtſcripts of St. Paul's Epi- 
les from being Canonical, but ke cannot ptove the Fews did ſo by the Titles of the 
Pfatens. They formerly received 'them as Parts of ' Scripture, -and they doo Rill in ' 
our modern #cbrew Bibles, in which ſeveral of the Titles make the firſt Verſe of the 


— 
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Pſalms, w they do in ſeveral modern Tranſlations. Vid. fur. © Temell. Piſcat 
Calvin. CC, . SS | 

34ly. Irs true, the Poſtſcripts are Tranſlated inthe modern Languages, but moſt 
Commentators wholly overlook *em, or cenſure them''as no Parts of Scripture ; Bur 
both Fewiſh and Chriſtian Commentators exptain the Titles of the Pſatms, as they 
do other Scriptures , which is a clear Evidence they take 'em for Canonical. 

I will confirm this 2d. Argument with another , which puts This Matter beyond 
all Contradittion. - | 

If the Feriſh Church , to whom were committed the Oractes of God , receiv'd 
the Titles of the Palms in the Apoſtles'Time\, they muſt needs be Canonical, for 
the Scripture, as receiv'd by them, is of Divine Inſpiration, as the Apoftle declares, 
2 lim, 3. 16. But they were receiv'd by the Fewifh Church in the Apoſtles Time, 
and tong before, for they were in the Copy which the LXX. uſed , who tranſlated 
ſome, and tranſcribed others, that ftilt agree wirt ſeveral of thoſe in our Zebrew Bi- 
bles. They are to' be found in the Syriac Verfion ( T mean that out of the Hebrew) 
which is generally aſcribed to the-Age in which the Apoſties lived , tho' Gabriel Si- 
011114 refers it to Solomon's Time. | | 

And they are Tranſlated by Theodotion , Symmachus and Agqui/a, in the next Age 
after the Apoſtles. Therefore they were received jn the Fewiſh Church in the Apo- 
ftoſical Age, and<conſequentiy are of Divine Inſpiration. | | 

III. I added, thay ſome of the Titles are undeniably Canonical, as that of Parr, 
15th, mention'd in / 2 Sam. 22. To rhe Chief Muſician, a Pſalm of David, rhe Ser- 
vant of the Lord, who ſpake unto the Lord the Words of this Sorg, in the day that the 
Lord deltver d hiz-from_the Hand of all bis Enemies, an 'from the Hand of Saul. 

&* Tt doeshot follow, faith the Reftor, that an inſpired Perſon affixed it unto the 
* of Lore So that thoſe Words as placed before the 18 Pſalm; may in ſtriftnels be 
+ ſaid not tobe Canonical there, tho* they be Canonical, 2 Sam. '22. Þp. 10. * 

What a miſerable ſhift is this pour Man put upon to avoid the Evidence of Truth? 
The Title of this Pſalm is Canonical and not Canonical, Scripture and yo Scripture, in- 
{pired,, and not inſpired; It's Cancnical with him in one Part of the Bible, it's a bu- 
mane Addition in another. He does not pretend to give any Reaſon for ſo bold a Sug- 
geſtion 3 only you muſt believe , tt is þ becauſe it is ſo. However, it is enough to 
my Purpoſe that he allows the Words of the Title to be Canonical in 2 Sem. 22, There 
you have the Pſalm and a Canonical Title prefix'd to it by his own Confeſſion. Hence 
it evidently follows, that ſome Pfalms have Canonical Titles : And if ſome be Ca- 
nonical, the Titles of all the reft muſt be ſo, for no Reaſon can be given, why ſome 
ſhou'd be Divine, and others Humane, fince all are equally Ancient, and of the 
ſame date, for any thing can be made appear to the Contrary. | BY 

If the Words be Canonical in 2 Sam. 22, they are undeniable ſo in PſaIn 18. un. 
til the ReQtor can prove them added by an un-inſpired Perſon , which he'l never be 
able to do with all the help that F. Simox, or any of that Tribe can afford him. 

IV. My 4th Argument was , That other Titles muſt be prefixed by the Pen-Man , or 
by a Perſon Wivinely inſpired , for they refer to Paſſages of Hiſtory not mention'd in the 
body of tbe Pſalm. 1 inſtarced in Pſalm, 3. and 30. and 34. and 54. and 56. and go. 

To this he anſwers, «© Tho' there be no particular and very obvious Expreſſions 
* relating to hiftorical Paſſages, there are general Ones, which gave the Collectors 
* of the Book of Pſalms occation of affixing thoſe Titles to them. p. 10. 

The general Expreffions he talks of could never have dire&ed 'em to ſuch particn- 
lar Events as ſome Titles refer to. As for Inftance, in Pſalm 3. No general Paſſa- 
ges there can be applied more to Abſalom than to Sar], or others of David's Enemies, 
but that the Title of the 7/alm diretts us to refer them to Abſalom , when David 
fled before him. 

The Title of the 30 Pſalm, is a Pſalm 9 Song atthe Dedication of the Houſe of Da- 
vid, There is not one Paſſage in this Pſalm that the moſt obſerving Man cou'd 
kave 


44 
have applied to this Occafion, rather thanany other joyful Event, if the Holy Ghoſt 
had not prefixed this Inſcription. | 

The like may be ſaid of Pſalm. 344 which was Penn'd when David chang'd bis behs- 
viour before Abimelech , as the The aſſures us ,. but there is nothing in the body of 
the Pſalm but what might be equally applied to other deliverances. 

The ſame may be afhrm'd of the other Pſalms 1 mention'd above, eſpecially of 
Pſalm go. A Prayer of Moſes the Man of God. 

«* But faith the Reftor, tho* Moſes and the 1ſraelites be not mention'd in Pſalm go. 
« yet many Verſes of that Hake , particularly the grb and 1 0th, were thought to 
<* allude to the Condition of the-Jſ7gelires in the Wilderneſs , whoſe Stubbornneſs 
y = puniſhed by cutting their Lives ſhort, 7. e. reducing 'em to Seventy or Eighty 
* Years, 

True, it alludes to the Condition of the People in the Wilderneſs, but who wou'd 
have thought ſo, if the Title had.not diretted Interpreters to apply it to the State 
of 1ſrecl in the Wilderneſs ? The Title occaſon:d this Application , and it was not 
the Application which occaſion'd the Title, as he without Reaſon imagines. Here, 
as in many other Pſalms , the Title is a Key that opens the deſign and meaning of 
the Hely Ghoft in the body of the Pſz/m, as we find well obſerv'd by the late Learn- 
ed Arch-Biſhop Saxcrofr,in a Sermon upon a publick Occaſion on Pſalm 57. 1. 

But ſaith onr Author, © if the Titles refer to Paſſages of Hittory not mention'4 


* in the body ofthe Pſalm, this is a good Argument that they are not Canonical,hut | 


« the Conjettures of meer Men, which is the Reaſon ( I ſuppoſe ) why many Pſalms 
« have no Titles at all, and many bave none to any Purpoſe at all. p. 11. 

1/t. Tho' the hiſtorical Paſſages be not mention'd in the body of the Pſalm , it is 
ſufficient they are mention'd in the Title , and that there is nothing in the Pſalm 
that is inconſiſtent with it, nay the whole ſweetly agrees therewith , and js. better 
underftood by the help of the Title , that leads us to the Scope and Occafion of it , 
which otherwiſe wou'd be more obſcure, and not ſo intelligible. 

2dly. Several Pſalms have no Titles at all, and that's an Argument they are not 
additional Conjettures , for the ſame Hands might have given Conje@ural Titles to 


all, as well as to ſome Pſalms , at leaft ſuch Titles as refer te the Pen-Man, or to © 
the /nfiruments of Muſick on which they were ſung, &c. but ſuch Pſalms as the Fews ? 
found without Titles in their Zebrew Bibles, they left without, and they remain ſo ? 
to this day z a ſign the Titles are not Conjetures of Men , but the Dictates of the Z 
Holy Ghoſt, It had been an caly thing for bold Conjefturers to have added ſome ? 
ſort of Titles to ſuch as are without , and had the Wit of Man the roy of the © 


Matter, it wou'd have render'd 'em more uniform, -and given'em the ſame 
and wou'd not have beftow'd Tirles npon ſome, and left others.without. 


eatures, || 


24h. It wou'd have look'd more modeft in the Rettor to have ſaid , we under- | 
ftand not the Uſe of many Ticlzs, than boldly , if not blaſphemouſly to affirm , tha: # 
many are t0no Purpoſe at all, There are many obſcure Paſſages in the Holy Scriptures | 
which we underftand not, are they therefore ts mo Purpoſe at all? Muſt they be ex- | 


pung'd out of the ſacred Oracles? It's well, it the Prophecies of Exechyel, and Fokx 
the Divine fall not under the Cenſure of this Corrupting expunger, for being abftruſe 
and obſcure. It's no wonder that a Man who dares thus reproach the Spirit of God, 
the Author of the Titles of the Pſalms,ſhou'd make no Conſcience of reviling his Bre» 
thren. We know who ſaid, to what Purpoſe is this waſte ? T doubt it is 0 litzle Purpoſe, 
to Reaſon with one who is not afraid to Charge the Spirit of Gcd with Impertinencics, 
It will prove but a ſorry Excuſe to ſay he does not take the Titkes of the Pſalms for 
Parts = Scripture , he aggravates his Sin by excluding 'em firſt out of the Canen , 
and when he has done by expoſing 'em to Scorn and Contempt. Inlike manner da 
" the Deiſts treat other Parts of Holy Writ, which they think they may ſafely Ridi- 
cule, becauſe they don't believe 'em divinely inſpired, 
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CHAP: II, 4 
Containing an Anſwer to his Obje@ions againſt the Titles of the Pſalms. 


AVING vindicated my Arguments for the Titles , I ſhall now confider the 
Rettor's OHjettions againſt them. F- | 

1#. His firſt is this, © 1f ſome or any one Title may be juft/y queſtion'd, then this 
«« renders all the reft Suſpicious : and here he Queſtions the Titles of the go and 34 
P/alms, how juſtly we ſhall conſider preſently. p. 11. © 

But __— one or two might be juftly ſuſpetted to be a Humane Additon , muſt 
all the reſt beſo ? The Reor thinks he may juſtly Queſtion ſome Things in the Ge- 
nealogtes and Chronology of the Old Teftament of our Engliſh Bibles, does it follow 
therefore that all our Scripture-Genedlogies and Chronology are ſuſpicious ? It muſt be 
ſo according to the Refor's Logic: Thus by attempting to overthrow one Part of 
Scripture, he levels his Argument in effed againft the whole. He tells us in p. 13- 
That the Book of Pſalms bas receiv'd ſome Humane Additions , eſpecially at the end of 
Pſalm 72. Here he puts an Argument into-the Mouth of an Aebeift, that if ſome or 
any one Part of the Scripture' may be juftly queſtion'd ( as ſuppoſe the Words at the 
= of Pſalm 72, which he ſaith are manifeſtly Falſe ) then this renders all the reft 

ulPICiouS. 

How wou'd the Refor Anſwer his own Argument ? He muft grant the Conſe- 
quence of the Major Propoſition, Thar if ſome part may be juſtly queſtion'd, the whole is * 
fuſpicious, for.it is his own Argument againft the Titles of the Pſalms, He argues 
( abſurdly enough ) 4 parte ad torum. He cannot deny the Minor, for he affirms that 
ſome part of Scripture may be juftly queftion'd , as the Titles of Pſa}m go. and 34. 
and the laft verſe of 7/alm 72. He muſt therefore either acknowledge the weakneſs 
of his Premifſſes, or deny the Conclufion, ' or yield unto an Atbeiſt, that all the Scrip- 
gures are ſuſpicious, He can't deny the Conclation , without expoſing the Reputation 
of a Scholar , nor can he yield it in conliftency with that of a Chriftia:: Therefore 
he mutt confeſs the weakneſs of his Argument , that if one Title be queſtionable, all the 
reſt are ſuſpicious, 

The Rettor here treats the Pſalms with the ſame Juſtice which he has given the 
Diſſenters 4 he condemns them all for the ſuppoſed Aﬀ of One ( as in the Story of 
the Cameronien ) and he condemns all the Titles for the ſake of one or two, which 
he thinks fit to Queſtion, as follows. | 

*« The Title of the go. Pſalm ( A Prayer of Moſes, &c. ) ſeems not to have been 
© Compoſed by Moſes, for the Age of Man in v. 10. is ſaid to be between Seven- 
« ty and Eighty Years, now the Life of Man in Moſes's Time was much longer as 
« appears by the Age of Fob, Kobath, Amram, Aaron, Foſhus, Miriam, Moſes, SC. 

To | 
£ He is ſenſible of the weakneſs of his own Argument, and therefore adds, 

«* It muft be Confeſs'd , That this Point is bandy'd by learned Men, and ſundry 
&« Anſwers are offer'd to the Arguments produced, which I will got trouble the Reader 
© with, 

It.wou'd have been more honeft in him,not to have troubled his Reader with this 
Argument ( which he calls Arguments ) produced out of PooF's Synopſis , where he 
cou'd not but find the Anſwers of the Learned *, which doubtleſs he wou'd have re- 
futed if he had been able. Judge how fairly Mr. G. deals with the Scriptures, he 


— 


* Vid. Pool, Synop. in Pſal. go. 10. 
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picks up any trifling Objettion againſt *em, and takes no Notice of the Anſwers to 
it, which- he will not trouble bis Reader with. He is willing to trouble him with per- 
plexing prejudices againſt the Werd of /God ,. but will not trouble him with ſuch 
Things as may Confirm his Faith. |. coat 

T will in a few Words diſpatch this —_ 


iſt. Dc. Hamond conceivez that Moſes ſpeaks not of the Ape of Man as ſuch, 
but of the ſhort Lives of the Jſraelites in the Wilderneſs, where all periſhed from 
twenty years Old and upward ( except Caleb and Foſhua ) ſome at Seventy , others 
at. Eighty, which Yeat, it ſhou'd ſeem by the Words of Moſcs ( Pſalm go. ' 10. ) few 
exceeded in that State of Pilgrimage. 

24ly. If Moſes ſpeaks of the Age of Man, as moſt Interpreters do think he doth , 
le ntuft be uriderftood of the ordinary Meaſure of Man's Life , which is between Se- 
venty and Eighty. He muft not be taken firialy, but 8x76 73 Toav, that this is the 
ordinary Length of Man's Age , which not many exceed. Tne ReQor has found 
Nine or Tenthit hired beyond Eighty in Meſes's Time , and I cou'd Name as many. 
more fince that Time that lived above Fourſcore! Years, Hiſtorians report of F0- 
harines de Tentporibus, One of the Live-guard to Charles the Great , that he lived three 
hundr'd fixty one Years *. 

Parr + of Aberbury in Shropſhire, was about a hundr'd and fifty Years when he dy- 
ed , and but for Change of Air and Diet in his old Age, might have lived longer. 
1 have heard It affirm'd by ſume that live near that Place; that he did Penance for 
a Baſtard Child int Aberbury Chutch, when he was'a hundr'd and twenty Years Old. 
Marfly Stent, who liv'd within three Miles of 0ſweftry, was about a hundr'd and 
twenty Years Old when ſhedy'd, Mr. St. Nicholas, a Miniſter not far from Coven- 
try was near a hundr4, Yeats of Age, and I heat he preached within two Years of 
his Death. : Paul the Hermite lived a hundr'd-and thirteen Years, as Ferom || tells 
us. _T mms 4 rh generaily liv'd a hundr'd and twenty Years, and ſome beyond , 
as fFferodorus arfirms Y. | \ 5 6 

The Rettor therefore may as well quarrel with the goth Pſalm it ſelf that aſſerts 
Man's Age to be Fourſtore Tears, as he doth with the Title of it, which applies this 
Meaſure to the Jſraeltes in the Wilderneſs: For there is ſcarce a Countrey in which 
one may not find ſeveral Old-People that hve beyond Fourſcore. Cent I 

He adds, ** that ſeveral Authors in Poot's Synopſis deliver their Opinion very cau-. 
« cg IN HR ft Moſem knnc Pſalmum compoſuiſje, ſay they, *Tis but likely then 
«© at molr, 

Theſe ſeveral Authors in P61, to which the Rettor refers, are but two, Muis 
and Mollerus, and theſe he miſ-repreſents, for thus they ſpeak , Verifmile eſt Moſer , 
orcaffone &b cerumnis & miſeriis Iſraelizarum in deſerto ſumpra , bunc Pſalmum compoſuiſſe. 
Tt is likely that Moſes compoſe1 this P/ala upon the Occaſion of the Troubles and 
Dift refſes of *Jfrae} in the Wilderneſs. 

Their Veriſtmile refers to the Occaſion, not to the Pen-Man of the Pſalm , but our 
Candid Author teaves out the middle Words, as not to his purpoſe. Judge by this 
what. Credit is to be given to his Quotations. | v the 

«* Gregory Nyſſen, ſaith he, reckons this Pſalm among thoſe which had no Titke ac- 
** cording to the Fews. 

If Gregory Nyſſzn faith ſo, whom I have not by me, it's likely he ſpeaks of ſome 
of the Greek Tranſlations : ſure T am, the Zebrew Copies andthe LXX. Verfion 
hive the ſame Title with that in our Erglifh Bibles, and ſo they had in Ferom's 
Titrie *, who flouriſhed about the lame Time with Gregery Nyſſen, The 'Targuim, 
SW. and 4rabir Verſions aſcribe it to Moſes. 
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Indeed ſome who allow this Title to be Authentic, conceive that David is the 
Author, and that it is accomodated to Mofes and the State of the Church under him. 
Theodoret mentions ſome that were of that Opinion, ſome ſaith he, do ſay, Thar great 
David wroxe it, but that be adapted it 10 Divine Moſes *. _. 

That which led 'em to this Error was a prevailing Opitſibn that all the Pſalms were 
pen'd by David , which is certainly a great miſtake, 2 Chron. 29. 30. Auſtin, Chry- 
Joſtom, Bede, and ſeveral Fewiſh Dottors were of this Opinion Þ. 

Thus I have vindicated the Title of the goth Pſalm, againſt the ReQtor's trifling 
EXCeptions. 

i next Place he Queſtions the Title of - the Pſalm, 34. A Plalm of David, 
when be changed bis Bebaviour before Abimelech , who drove him away , and be depar- 
red, * The King of Gath here meant is call'd Achbiſb, 1 Sam. 21. 10. and not Abi- 
« melech, from whence the Truth of this Title may be doubted. We are told in- 
« deed that Abimeiech was a common Name of the Kings of the Philiſtines, as Ce- 
&« ſar was of the Roman Emperours. But T-am not ſatisfied with this. For I read but 
« of one, at moſt two ſucceſſive Philiſtine Kings of that Name, Gen, 20. and 26. 
© This was in Abraham and J/aac's days, but to fancy that the Name of Abimelech 
*© was continued among the Philiſtine Kings unto the days of David about eight hun- 
« dred Years is not very likely, we meeting not with any one King ſo call'd in that 
&« Interval of Time, ſave one of the Kings of 1/ra2}, Fudg. g. 6. nor is the Achiſh 
« King of Gath any where call'd Abimelech, except in this Title. That which might 
« give Occaſion to this Miftake, is the mention that is made of Abimelech the High 
* Prieft in 1 Sam. 21. whoſe Congreſs with David takes up the nine firſt Verſes of 
* that Chapter. p. 12, 13. 

To all this Ianſwer, 

iſt, It was uſual in ancient Times for great Perſons to have two Names, ſo had 
Shem, who according to many, is called Melchizedek ||. So had Foſeph, Gen, 41. 45. 
Fetkro is call'd Reuel, Exod. 2. 18, and 3. 1. Gideon, Ferubbaal, Fudg. 7. 1. Elt- . 
akim has a new Name upon his Advancement, 2 K7n. 23. 34- So had Daniel and 
his three Companions. It was uſual with Princes, eſpecially in the Eaſtern Coun- 
tries toaſſume new Names ,. when they enter'd upoa their Government , and they 
were call'd afterwards indifferently by either of both Names. Thus Achiſh ſeems 
to be the Name of the King of Gath, when a-private Perſon , and Abimelech a 
Name he might aſſume upon his Advancement to the Throne, to conciliate the good 
Will of his Subjets, for Abimelech implies that a X7i"g ſhould be a Father to his 
People. | 

abi Abimelech ſeems to have been the common Name of the Philiſtine Kings 
( when they had any) as Pharavh was of the Kings of Egypt, Agag of Amalek, Num, 
24. 7. 1 Sam. 15. $, Darius and Artaxerxes of the Kings of Perſia, This Opini- 
on is very Ancient , how deſpicable ſvever it ſeems to the Rettor , who finding it in 
ſome modern Commentators ia Po97's Smopſis, fancied they were the Anrhors of it. 
It's mention'd by Baſil, as the received Opinioa of that Age, that the Kings of the 
Philiſtines were call'd by the common Name of Abimelzch, tho' each of 'em had a 
proper Name by which he was call'd beſides; And this Account, faich he, we have 
5x Tagado'ows, by tradition Y. | ThE 

34ly. But the Redtor is not ſatisfied with this, bzcauſe he finds no one Kiag of the 
Phililines' ſo call'd from' Iſaac's days unto David's Time, for about eight hundr'd 
Years. And good Reaſon for it , for-he cannot find any King ar all of the Phil;. 
tines ſo much as mention'd in all that interval of Time. We read of the Lord's of 
che Philiſtines in Samſon's Time, Fudg. 16.5, 30. and in the days of Samuel, '1 Sam, 
5. $. and xSam. 6. 4. It ſhou'd ſeem their Goverament was Ariſftocratical, by the 
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Nobles, as far as we have any Account of it , for the Time he mentions : And then- | 
no wonder, he can find no King call'd Abimelech. amongſt the Philiſtines. In David's 
Time the ancient Government by Kings is revived, and therewith the Name of the 
ancient Kings, perhaps to render the new Government more familiar to the People. 
And it ſhou'd ſeem even in David's Time, their Kings were little more than titular, 
1 Sam. 29. 3, 4» 5» 6, 7- But whether they had Kings or no between Jſaac's and 
David's Time is not material to the Point in Hand ; it's enough that none are men- 
tion'd in the ſacred Hiſtory of one Name or another, 

4thly. All that are acquainted with Hiftory will own that Pharaob was a common 
Name of the Kings of Ezjpt , and it is Evident from Geneſis, Exodus, i. e. two 
Books of Xz7gs, &c. And yet we read of no King of Eg yprſo calld from that Pha- 
720þ which was drown'd in the Red Sea, unto anothef of the ſame Name in Solomon's 
Time for the ſpace of above four hundr'd Years. Does it follow therefore that Phz- 
r20b was not a common Name of the Kings of Egypr ? No more will it follow that 
Abimelech was not the common Name of the Kings of the Philiſtines. Nothing can 
be infer'd from the ſilence of Scripture Hiftory about the Continuance of theſe two 
Royal Names , for ſo long a tra of Time, for it is not the buſineſs of the /»ſpired 
Hiſtorians to give us the Hiftories of Egypt and Paleſtine , nor are they ſo much as 
mention'd but with ſome reſpe& to the Church of God , whoſe Hiftory they pro- 
tefledly handled. | ; 

5thly. It is a very odd Conjeture of his, that Abimelech is inſerted for Abimelech 
mention'd in 1 Sam. 21. what an ignorant Fellow doth he make the Pen-Man of 
this Title to be, that he ſhould not only miftake I for 2 which have no affinity either 
in form or ſound, in ſubſtituting Abimelech for Abimelech, but, which is worſe, that 
he ſhou'd put Ahimelech the High Prieft of 1/rael, for Achiſh King of Gath, an un- 
circumciſed Philiſtine ? The Fews were not fuch Strangers to their own Hiſtory , or 
to that of the Philiftines, their implacable Enemies, and near 'Neighbours, as to 
know no difference between a Holy Prieft and a Prophane Prince. - | 

But ſuppoſe ſome ignorant Hand had put Akimelech for Achiſh, as he Fancies, can 
we imagine the Jewiſh Church, to whom were Commined the Oracles of God, to be fo 
careleſs or perfidious as not to diſcover and retify this Error ? Could: it poſſibly eſ- 
cape the Maſorites, who obſerves with the greateſt Exattneſs all the various Readings, 
and Anomalies of the Letters and Vowels ? This is a new Diſcovery, the Honour of 
which is reſerv'd for our Hypercritical Reftor, who may in good Time ſet up for a Cor- 
reftor of the Maſora, Perhaps fo inquiſitive a Man can tell us who Corrupted this 
Title, andit's well if the poor Diſj:ater can eſcape his Cenſure, for here is Abime- 
lech, a High Prieft, expung'd , and alter'd into Abimelechz his profound Sagacity 
way diſcover a Deſigi againſt Epiſcopacy in this Corrnption alſo, for one of the Great 
Arguments for the Epiſcopal Eminency is taken from the Levitical Prieſthood, 

6rþly. Suppoſe I thou'd grant unto him that Abimelech is put for Ahimelech, this 
might be without any ſuch miſtake of Abimelech for Achiſh as he fancied, for Abime- 
leck and Abimelech are uſed of- the ſame Perſon, 2 Sam. $. 17. and 1 Chron. 18. 16. 
Dr. Lightfoot. * conceives that this Title is Applicable to both the Stories in 1 Sam. 
21, both to David's diſſembling behaviour betore Ahimelech , who is calld Abimelech 
in 1 Chron, 18, 16. and to his changing his Behaviour before Achiſh, the Philiſtines 
King, tor thoſe Kings were commonly call'd by the Name Abimelech, Gen. 20. and 26. 

From the whole it appears, that his Cavil againft che Title of the 234th Pſalm, 
are as groundleſs as thoſe againft the goth Pſalm, and farther this Deponent ſaith nor, 
He does not pretend to except againſt any of the reft, tho' he wow'd have all diſpta. 
ced yut of the ſacred Canvn, 

Let's now review his Argument , © Tf ſome, or if any one Title may be juſtly 
Queſtion'd , then this readers all the reft Suſpicious ;; To which F oppoſe this , IF 
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ſome , or if any one Title be unjuſtly Queſtion'd ( as he has done thoſe of the 34th and 
91h Pſalm), then kis Suſpicions of all the reſt are unjuſt. This Gentleman is a very 
Suſpicious Man , he not only u#juſHy queſtions one or two of the Sacred Tizles , but 
takes occaſion to ſuſpett all the reſt. The Diſſenters may well bear the feeble Efforts 
of his malignant Suſpicions, fince the Divine Pen-Man can't eſcape them. | 

24ly. His next Argument 'to prove the Titles a Human Addition is taken from 
thoſe © Words tack'd to Pſalm 72. 20. the Prayers of David the Son of Jeſſe are en- 
« ded, which is manifeſtly Falſe, if the Titles of the Pſalms be True, eſpecially that 
* of Pſalm 142. Beſides the Pſalms that foliew the 72. are as truly Prayers as they 
** which go before it, Some body then,not inſpired, has either tranſpoſed the Pſalm 
< or elſe added to them the foreſaid Words, being either miſplaced or thruſt into 
© the Text. The like may have been done at the beginning of the Pſalms by prefix- 
< ing Titles to them *, : 

The Rettor is one of thoſe who Aﬀetts to Quarrel with the Holy Scriptures, which 
he ſeems to read with Deſign 10 ſeek Occaſion againſt them, He endeavours to prove 
Pſalm 72. 20. to be manifeſtly Falſe, becauſe more Prayers of David 8re mention'd 
afterward, This is a very bold Challenge to the inſpired Writings. Wou'd you 
think this the Language of a Proteſtant Miniſter, or of a Porphyrie, a Celſus, or a 
Fulian ? To charge any part of the ſacred Scriptures with manifeſt Falſhood is to give 
the Lye to the God of Truth. Suppoſe we ſhou'd not be able to reconcle this Verſe to 
other Paſſages of the Pſalms, dos it follow it is not reconcilable ? It had been more 
modett in the ReQtor to have confels'd his own Tgnorance , than to have charged the 
Holy Oracles with Falſhood. There are many ſeeming Contradithons in the Scrip- 
ture, which learned Men have taken as much Pains to reconcile, as the Enemies of 
Truth have done to aggravate and expoſe, to the Reproach and Prejudice of Chri- 
ftianity. I will imitate the former ( as the Reor has done the latter ) and Vindi- 
cate this Text from his ignorant or malicious Exceptions. 

1/t. 1t's generally thought that the Pſalms were colletted into the Order we have 
'em by Exre, the Scribe, and an inſpired Prophet, This is affirm'd by #z:1ary + 4- 
thanaſius \| and Ferom F, And if fo, it becomes us not to Quarrel with the Order of 
the P/alms whoſoever the Collefor was , they have been received by the Fewiſh and 
Cbriſtian Church, as digefted into the preſent Order. 

24ly. The modern #ebrew Copies have this Verſe, ſo had the Copy which the LXX. 
Interpreters uſed, for it is Tranſlated by them , as it is by Ferom, which is an Evi- 
dence it was in the Ancient Copies. If the ReQor cou'd have produced any one 
Copy in which this Verſe was wanting it might have given ſome coſour to is Excep- 
tions z but if Men may beallow' to Charge the Divine Scripture wich manifeſt Falſ« 
hood, where we find a perfe& Harmony in the Hebrew Copies, Ancient and Modern, 
I tremble to think whatan Advantage is given to the Enemies of Chriſtianity, which 
ſwarm among us , and ſeek all Occations to Reproach the Scriptures. The Rettor 
has been ſo kind to 'em as to furniſh them with one Inſtance of a manifeſt Falſbood 
in them, for which Piece of Service, they can't but reckon themſelves highly obli- 
ged to him. : ; 

2dly, It is True, there is a ſeeming inconſiſtency between this Verſe, that affirms 
the Prayers of David to be ended, and the ſeveral Prayers in the following Pſalms, but 
it is to be obſerved, that the Ancient Fews divided the P/aIms into five Books, the 

i/t, Book ending at Pſalm 41, with Amen, Amen. The 2d. at 72, with Amen, A4- 
men, and the Verſe which the Re&or Queftions. The 3d at Pjalm 83g, with Amen 
and Amen. The 4th at 106, with Amen, Halelujab. The 5th at 150, with Halelu- 
jah, This diviſion is followed by the Syr4ac , and Arabic Tranſlators , as alſo by R. 
David Kimbi, It's mention'd by Ferom , Auſtin , and ſeveral others, If we allow 
this Diviſion of the P/alms, which I find alſo in our Hebrew Bibles, the Senſe is clear, 
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the Pravers of David are ended, i. c. the Prayers containd, in this ſecond Book, of 
which theſe Words are the Concluſion, and then follows 1WwWYU . WDÞ'the third Book 
of the Pſalms, as it 1s in ſeveral of our Hebrew Copies. 

4thly, The learned Grotius conceives that theſe words refer to the ColleCtion of the 
Pſalms made by David. Finitur bic Colletio Pſalmerum ab ipſo Davide falta , &c. 
The Collettion of Pſalms made by David ( ſaith he ) ends here, thoſe that follow are 
edded by Aſaph, and others, and 1aſt of all by Ezra tho' there are amongſt theſe ſome that 
are compoſed by David, but after this Volume of Collettions was finiſhed *, ' Junius and 
Tremellius ſpeak to the ſame purpoſe. The end of thoſe Prayers ( i. e. Plalms and 
Hymns ) which David gathered together intothis Book, and placed mn this Crier for the 
Vſe of the Churchof God, &c. + ; ; | 

$thly, We may read the Words thus, the Prayers of David are fulfilled, or conſum- 
mared. 15 is thus rendred in ſeveral Places. Targ. Complete ſunt Orationes Davidis 
filii Nſſai. According to this reading the Senle is plain and ealy. The bleſfings of 
Chrifts Kingdom, of which this P/alm treats, contain the Summ of David's Prayers 
and Deſires, which are Fulfiled and Conſummated in the Glory of Chriſt's Kingdom. 

This Senſe well agrees with the ſcope of this prophetical Pſalm , eſpecially with 
the foregoing Verſe, Pſulm 72. 19. let the whole Earth be filled with his Glory, Amen, 
Amen. Then it follows Verle, 29. The Prayers of David the Son of Jeſle are ended, 
or fulfilled, q. d. when this is accompliſhed , / have my Prayers fulfilled and anſwer'd, 
In this Senſe the Hebrew Dofors underftood the Place , as Muis repreſents them. 
When the Meſſias comes, and the Things prophecied in this Plalm come to paſs, then ſhall 
the Prayers of David be fulfiBed ||. - 

This is ſurficient to Vindicate this Scripture from that manifeſt Falſhood, with 
which the Re&tor boldly Charges it. Both Fewiſh and Chriſtian Expoſitors receive 
this Verſe with the ſame Veneration as they do the reſt of the P/alm, and they Com- 
ment upon it , inſtead of expunging it out of the Canon. It's a new way of ex- 
plaining Difficulties and reconciling ſeeming Contrarieties, to ſay the Text is mani- 
feſtly Falſe. Let the World judge whether this Man be not a Corruprer of the Word 
of God,who wou'd expunge a whole Verſe out of our Bibles, for no other Reaſon but 
becauſe he either cou'd not reconcile it with other Scriptures , Or was not willing to 
have it reconciled, that he might have a colourable Argument againſt the Titles of 
the Pjalms. 

Fcprued in his Sermon ( p. 2.) that we Corrnpt the Word of Gud, when we 
Diminſh from it : And tho' he maliciouſly Charges the whole Body of Diſſenters with 
Corrupting the Word of God , he has not been able to Name any one Perſon that 
has Corrupted it : But I can Name unto him a Perſon that has done ſo, and that is 
one Mr. Thomas Gipps , the Author of Remarks upon Remarks. The Perſon is well 
known in his Countrey, tho' I can't tell whether the ReQtor knows him or no: This 
Man T have taken #9 avrTepogw in the very Fact, Corrupting the Word of God by 
Diminiſhing from it not only the 7ztles of the. Pſalms, but a whole Verſe, e. g&. Pſalm 
72. 20, He can't deny the Fact , for he has publiſhed it to the World under his Hand, 
he hasno way by which he can hope to come off but by juſtifying what he bas done , 
and for that he is furniſhed with as good a Stock of Impudence as moſt Men living , 
for he will not Bluſh to Affirm that ſome Things in the Bible are manifeſtly Falſe 4 
when it ſerve to make his Notions ſeemingly True. : 

III. Bur I proceed to his 3d Argument againft the Titles, 

* There are Titles added to very many Pſalms in-the LXX., Verſiog , which are 
« not to be met with in the Zebrew, e. g. Palm 137. Itgeuis Feremy compoſed this 
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nely inſpired ? and yet Ferom Tranſlates and 


&« Song. Taſk then, is this Title Divi 
« Comments upon its . + 13. . - 

I Anſwers, 

: 1/t, The LXX. Interpreters have added and diminiſhed in abundance of Places 
beſides the Titles of the Pſalms, Tt were eaſy to give hundr'ds of Inftances of this 
kind, Nothing'can be infer'd from hence but that the Greek Interpreters took too 
Great a Liberty of varying from the Original Text. 

2dly, It is uncertain who compoſed the 137. Pſalm, nor is it material for us to 
know, while we are ſatisfied he was divinely inſpired. Some conceive it was pen'd 
by David prophetically , as /ſajaþ wrote of the Burning of the Temple, J/a. 64. 11+. 
So did Aſaph of the Deftruttion of the City and Temple, Pſalm 79. and 74+. Dr. #a- 
mend 1s inclined to think it might be pen'd after the return from the Captivity ; and- 
if-ſo, it cou'd not be by Feremiah, who was dead before. | 

341y. The Addition of Tsgewu's was not in the Ancient Copies of the LXX, as 
Hilary aſſures us, for thus he ſpeaks, It ſeem'd good to ſome to prefix the Names of Je-- 
remian, Haggai and Zechariah to the ſuperſcriptions of ſome Pſalms, bus none Phe 
are to be found in the Authentic Copies of the LXX, Verſion *, 

IV. His laſt Reaſon is, © The Oriental Verſiuns, the Syr. Arab. and Chaldee Pa- 
& rapbraſe often wants Titles, frequently .change 'em, and ſometimes add Titles, 
© where Hebrew and Greek have none, which-cou'd never have happen'd, if they- 
« had been Canonical Scripture. | 

The Chaldee Paraphbraſe on the Pentatuch by Onkelos , and that on the Prophers by 
Fonathan , which are thought to be written about the Times of Chrift , are not of 
that Authority as to bring the Zebrew Copy in queſtion , where they differ from it. 
I confeſs they have their Uſe, both for contirming the Purity of the Zebrew Text, 
25 in Gen. 3. 15, andthe Tlluftration of it, as in Gey.*4. $. but eſpecially in Contro- 
verſies againft the Fews, where they bear Teftimony to the Meſſrab , as in Gen, 49. 
10, Iſa. 45. 17, &c, but where they differ from the Hebrew ( as they do in a 
great many Places ) we ought to prefer the Fountain before the Streams. In the 
more obicure Places they follow the LXX. Verſion, as Munſter obſerves +, and there- 
fire can be of no greater Authority than the LXX. They are not without ſome Fe- 
wiſh Fables, as in Num. 21. 19. In ſome Places they depart from the Fountain of 
Truth, the Z#ebrew Text, as in Num. 23. 2. and in Deut. 4.28. and 28. 64. where 
it is foretold that the J/raelires ſhou'd ſerve other Gods, the Chaldee Paraphbraſe tranſ- 
fers the Guilt of this upon the Heathen. A great deal of this Nature will occur 
to the obſervant Reader. 

The Targum , or Paraphraſe cn the Hagirgrapha, among which the Fews reckon'd 
the Pſalms, was made about the Year of Chrift, 6co, and is of leſs Authority than 
the two Former. This alſo varics from the Hebrew Text in multitudes of Places be- 
tides the Titles of the Pſalms. | ; 

The Syriac, which is Ancient, tho' in many Places it follows the Hebrew, yet in 
others it differs from it, in ſeveral of which it follows the LXX.- , i bis 

The Arabic Verſion generally follows the Syr7ac ||, and therefore deſerves no par- 
ticular conſideration. | 

So that this Argument of the ReQtor proves nothing in Prejudice of the Titles 
of the Pſalms, without affefting other Parts of Scripture , which are differently 
rendred in the 0rient# Verfions. Thus our Author by attempting to deſtroy the Ti-- 
tles of Pſalm, has produced an Argument which equally depreciates the Authority 
of moſt, if not all the Books of the Old Teſtament , Theodores Cenſures ſome who 
thought the Inſcriptions of the Pſalms to be Falſe , &7udJ) It f ms wr eLaauay 
\LudSes mnvts 4mxgAzouy, &c. And adds, To me it ſeems great Raſbneſs 10 alter the In« 
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ſeriptions, which were in being in the Time of Ptulomy, who reigned in Egypt after A- 
5 eg , and were enfland by the nn ples into Ne ek Rr ek. 
reſt of the Holy Scripture *, 

The Re&tor adds, © that there is not one Title in the #ebrew which is at all uſeful 
© to the unfolding any Myfteries relating to Jelus Chrift. p. 15, 

This is confidently ſpoken after his Manner , but the Ancient Fathers were of a- 
nother Mind. They apply the Title of the 224. Pſalm to Jeſus Chrift. 7s the Chief 
Muſician upon Aijeleth Shahar, 7: e. tbe Morning Hind, ſo Ferom explains it, Feſus 
Chriſt, faith he, 7s the only Hind or Deer who deftroys Serpents and takes away Poyſons, 
as is Evident by the Contexture of the whole Pſalm Þ. 

He is follow'd by the greateft part of our modern Learned Cemmentators, The 
LXX. render it, for the Morning Aſſumption, and this, ſaith the ſame Learned Father, 
ſignifies the Myſtery of the Reſurre&ion and  Aſcention of Feſus Chrift unto the Father }|- 

Theodores alſo applies this Title to Jeſus Chrift, *Ap7ianLes zze fwSmh 75 Sw- 
pO: ua ompdraa-— The Morning Aſſumption is the app-arance of our Saviour, who 
did ſhine as the Morning up m that ſat in Darkneſs, for the Lord is the true Light $. 

They apply the Title of the 30:b Pſalm ( 4 Pſalm--- at the Dedication of the Houſe 
of David ) to the Incarnation of Jeſus Chrift. 

- *Eyaiviowr, &c. The Dedication of the Houſe, the Renovation of the buman N4- 
ture, which our Lord Chrifi perfetted, when he dyed for us; and deſtroyd Death, and gave 
us hope of a bleſſed Reſurreftion *. 

To the ſame purpole ſpeaks Baſil, \ gr KN T2 yonToy, &c. The Spiritual meaning 
fenifies the ing of a Human Body by the Divine Word , and the Title refers 10 the 
Dedication of ubat Houſe which was built a new, and in a wonderful manner +. 

They apply «is 78 74a©; the Greet Title of ſeveral Pſalms ( we render the Ze- 
brew Chief Muſician ) 20 tbe Reſurre&ion and the End of the World ||. 

Had the ReQtor been as converſant with Jeſus Chrift, as the Ancient Fathers were, 
he might have found him even in the 7izles of the Pſalms. 

Others of them dirett us to the Anthor, Occaſion, Intention and Uſe of the 
Pſalm, which greatly contribute to the right Underftanding of it. Some others 
refer to the Meter and Inftruments , on which they were to be Sung : Theſe the 
Hebrew Doors confeſs their Ignorance of. But it does not follow, ffome of them 
be unintelligible to us, that all ought to be expung'd out of the Canon. There are 
ſeveral other Things in the Holy Scripture hard to be nnderftood , which muſt not 
therefore be rejeted: And many of the Titles are eaſy and plain, and are therefore 
Tranſlated into Engliſh. 

If the Titles are 0riginal and Eſſential Parts of Scriptures, as T have clearly 
proved, the Retor is yet to Account, why they are left out of the Liturgy-Pſalms, 
and why a more imperfect Verſion of the Pſalms comes to be preferd to the more 
. Corre& , which came out in King Fames the I. his Time. The new Tranſlation 

which is in our m_— Bibles, and has the Titles, is never read in the Congregation z 
and the old imperfet Traflation , which yaries in ſeveral Places from it , and in ſome 
iscontrary to it ( as in Pſalm 105, 28. ) is conftantly uſed in our publick Aﬀemblies. 
And it is more unaccountable yet , that we muſt give our Aſent and Conſent to the 
unperfe& Tranſlation, when: we have a better in our Bibles : Theſe are My fteries 
the Reftor is perhaps better able tounfold , than he is the Myfteries concerning Je- 
ſus Chrift in the Titles of the Pſalms. 

He aſk'd us in his Sermon, why they are not done into Engliſh ? Tanſwer'd; the Bi- 
ſhops could beft reſolve the Queſtion, whoſe Tranſlation we Uſe. The Redtor is plea- 


* Theod. prefat. in Pſatm, Þ Sed nes ceroum---- nulum' alium nifs Chriftum intelli- 
gimdls, ficus-0rius Pſalmi contextus oftendir. #teron, in Pſal. Tom. VIII. |} #ter. ibid; 
C Theod, in Pſal. 22, * Theod, in Pſah. 29. Gr. + Baſil. in bocs - I} Vid. Baff), bom. 
#1 Pſal. 44 and 45-and 48. | | £2 
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ſed with this Conceſſion of Mind, and wiſhes the Difſenters to take Notice, * That 
<« the —_—_ being in the Engliſh Tongue is owing to the Biſhops Labours, Lear- 
ning and Piety. | | 

We think not the worſe of any good Thing , becauſe it comes to us through the 
Hands of the Bithops, for whoſe Learning and Piety-we have a juft Efteem ; And 
yet as to this Point I muſt crave his Pardon for that ſlip of my Pen , in calling the 
preſent Engliſh Verſion , the Biſbops Tranſlation , for I don't find one Biſhop among 
the XLVIL Tranſlators nominated by King Fames the I. It's True, ſome were 
made Biſhops afterwards, and it's as True, that ſome others, as Mr. Lively, Dr. Rey- 
molds, &c, Had no great Zeal for impoſed Ceremonies. Several of them were fel- 
lows of Zmanuel in Cambridge , which the Rettor ſaith, was a Nurſery of Puritans. 
In their Inftruftions they were to uſe 7indels, Matthews, the Geneva, &c. Tranſla- 
tions, when they agreed better with the Text than that which was call'd the Bi- 
ſhop's Bible. . * I with the Reftor do not quarrel with his Bible for having ſome 
Strokes of the Geneva, or Presbyterian-Tranſlation, 

« But, ſaith he, the Difſenters leave the Titles out of their Pſalms in Meter, 
& nor do they Sing 'em. ; 

It's very True, nor were they deſign'd to be Sung, as all will Acknowledge, and 
it's Plain that ſome of 'em are Directions about the Manner of Singing , which the 
Fews themſelves are Ignorant of, But it does not follow that becauſe they 
are left out of the Pſalms in- Meter, that they ought to be left out in the Proſe 
alſo ? Many Paſſages of Scripture are improper to be Sung, muft we not there- 
fore read them? And I am apt to think the Reaſon why they were left out 
of the Liturgy-Pſalms was becauſe they were intended to be Sung, as they 


are ftill in Cathedrals, and the Rubrick allows it in Pariſh Churches : Now ſince the 


Pſalms are Read and not Sung in our Parochial Aſſemblies, the Titles which are Part 
of Scripture, ought not to be expung'd out of the reading Pſalter. They can't be 


well Sung, nor were deſign'd for that End, and therefore are left out of the Singing 
Palms 3. but they may and ought to be read, as Part of the Word of God, and 


therefore ſhou'd not be left out of the reading Pſalms. But this is not the Contro- 
yerſy between me and the Re&or. The not reading of 'em is an innocent Omiſſion » 


but the ReQor's Arrempr of thruſting 'em out of the Holy Canon is vile and im-- 


Pious. | 
* Fall, Ch. hift, lib. IO» Set. Jan 


CHAP. 


= rmmm— 


VET SER. Wo ons OWE > Pop tins OY MES > +. 


1 Doren tron 
= £ 


- "T- 
tg” 


> ——— 


TR ES 


GEES -- ono mee oe 
_ 


CI ad Ma re es EREES 


5 AE. CI. 


[54 ] 
CHAP. 1. 


Being a Vindication of Jerom, and of the- Purity of the Hebrew Text in + 
Plalm 14. with a ſhort Account of Vaac Voſlius , nhom the Re&or fol- 
lows in advancing the LYX, Verſion above the Hebrew Copies, 


4+ by H E ReQor has two or three Pages in his Sermon to 'Vindicate the three additi- 
onal Verſes in the Liturgy-Tranſlation of the Pſalms, -in Pſalm 14. after Verſe 
- the 34, which run thus, Their Throat is an open __ ,» mth their Tongues have they 
deceiv'd, &c, © Theſe he thinks are left out of the Zebrew Copies .by the Care- 
* leſneſs of the Tranſcribers, rather than thruſt into the Greek by the Tranſlators ; 
**.and St. Paul in Rom. 3. has ſubjoyned 'em immediately to the 34. Verſe of the 14h. 
Pjalm, 

To this'T anfwer'd out of Ferom , that theſe additional.Verſes were Tranſcribed out 
of the Epiſtle to the Romans, into the LXX, that they were not in zhe Authentick Copies 
of the LXX, 'and that none of the Greek Interpreters have Commented upon them. 

* The ReQor here * proteſts againſt Ferom , as unfit to be a Witneſs in this 
« Caſe, and ſays, be cared nor what in his Heat be ſaid or wrote fer the Support of 
*©. his own Opinion. 

1/t. Why does he not Proteſt alſo againſt the Greek Interpreters for not Comment- 
' Ing on thoſe Verſes, or Produce ſome that have ? If none of the Greek Interpreters 
betore Ferom's Time have Commented on them, as they did on the reft of the Pſalm, 
. it isa very clear Evidence that either they were not in. their Copies of the-LXX.- or 

. that they look'd upon them as an Addition to the Pſalm, 

24ly.-1 doubt the Reftor meaſures this Holy Man by himſelf. Indeed ſome. have 
thought him too ſharp in his Eriſtical Iritings, but the ReGtor perhaps is the firft 
Man that ever queſtion'd his Veracity and Zoneſty. A Man that in his Heat cares not 
what be ſaith or writes, is certainly a very ill Man, It may be the Rettor had this ve - 
zerable Pattern in his Eye when he publiſh'4 his Sermon about Corrupting the Word 
of God. He owns himſelf 71 4 Zear, Serm, p. 27. and then he was at Liberty to ſay 
or write what he pleaſed, in imitation of St. Ferom, to ſupport his own Qpinion, or 
expoſe a Party. 

But the miſchief on't is, he miſ-repreſents Ferom as much as he does the Difſen- 
ters. All Men but the Rettor will.ackowledge Ferom to be one of the greateft Lights 
of his Age. Auſtin, his Cotemporary, ſaith bis Divine Eloquence did ſhine as a Lamp 
from Eaſt ro Weſt + C aſſian calls him, Catholicorum magiſtrum------ the Maſter of Or- 
thodox Catholicks, whoſe Writings ſhine as Divine Lamps through the whole World, || Sul- 
picius Severus after the higheft Encomium of him for the Merit of his Faith , his 
eminent Virtues , and incomparable Skill in the learned Languages , adds , concivir 
odia perditorum I he ſti”'d up the barred of ſome wretched Fellows againſt himſelf; 
Hereticks hated him { faith he ), becauſe be conſtantly oppoſed .them, the Clergy ba- 
red bim, becauſe be Cenſures their vicious Livesz but all good Men admire and love 
kim, 

Its evident the Reftor neither admires, nor loves him, for what Reaſons he knows 
beſt, but by what follows , one wou'd be apt to think he bates him, for he odiouſly 
miſ-repreſents in theſe Words, 


CC n— 


* Rem. 0 Rei, pe iS Þ+ Aiige cont. Fulian. I. 7. || Fob. Cafſian. cont Neſtor 
Y Dialog. Is a; 
«c Ferom 


Hus/ 


VP: Y 
erome #rguing for the Hebrew agzinſt tbe LXX, bec auſe forſooth, St.” Luke, (Afts 
7, J 4: agreed not with the Hebrew Tore but with tbe reehr Pwr bely Ee weelif 
this ſcurvy Charafter, Lucz qui ignotus & vilis & non magnz fidei in nationibus 
ducebatur. 7 not Engliſh ze words, beoeuſe 1 will pay ſome deference to the Preſby- 
terianFarher, X | 

And a little after be faith, Ze is unworthy to be believed in any thing be affirms, 
upon this point in Conproverfie, or indeed in any elſe, | | 

The tranfcribing of the whole Paſſage will ſet this matter in a true light,and con- 
vince the Reader how baſely the ReQor abuſes Ferome. , <phss 

His Words are theſe, St. Luke, who is a Writer of that - Hiſtory, .and publiſhes the 
Book of the Afﬀts of the Apoſtles, for the uſe of the Gemiles, ought not to write any 
thing that is inconfiſtent with that Scripture, which was already made publick to the Na- - 
tions : For indeed the authority of the LXX Interpreters was for that time only in 
more repute-tban that of Luke, who was unknown, and of no account, and in no great eſti- 
mation or credit among the Nations Þ. 

Is there any thing in theſe Words that refletts a ſcurvy Chara#er upon the Holy 
Evangeliſt ? All will own that the Lxx Verſion was known to the World be- 
fre St. Luke was, and the Gentiles had no way to examine the truth of his Alle- 
gations out of the Old Teſtament, but by comparing 'em with their Greek Bibles. 
He was neither known nor efteemed by the generality of the Gentiles, until his 
Writings made him ſo, which were the more eſteemed for their agreement with 
that Verſion of the Old Teftament which they had among them. Dr. Light- 
foot ſpeaks to the ſam= purpoſe with Ferome. Whereas the New Teſtament was 10 
be wrore in Greek, and come into the hands chiefly of the Gentiles, it was moſt agrees 
able, 1 may ſay, moſt neceſſary for them 10 follow the Greek Copies, as being whas the 
Gentiles were only capable of conſulting, : 

Ferome doth not ſay, that St. Luke was vilus £5 non magne fidei, but ducebitur, he 
was ſo accounted in the Nations, who at that time were ftrangers to him, and had 
a greater Veneration for the Lxx than for his Writings. And if the Gentiles 
efteemed him ignorus © vils, it was no more than as the Athenians efteem'd St. 
Paul, As 17. 18, The Rettor may as well condemn St. Luke for ſaying that St. 
Paul was accounted a Babbler at Athens, 3s Ferome for affirming that St. Luke was 
accounted ignotus ©& vil in nationibus. | 

Ferome con'd not” impoſe upon his Reader, when he affirm'd the additional Ver- 
ſes in Pſaim 14. were not in the Lxx, for he appeals to the Greek Commentators, 
who all ſet a Mark npon them, and paſs them -by *. 

Nor has the Reftor bW\ able to produce one that hath Commented upon 'em. 

Brugenſis ſaith, They are not to be found in moſt of our Greek Copies, buth 
M 5S. and Printed, Yattcan, and others F$. : 


——_— 


+ Non enim debuit Sanus Lucus, qui ipſus Hiftorie ſcriptor eft, in gmmtes afluum 
Apoſtolorum volumen emirrens, conrarium aliquid ſcribere adverſus eam Scripturam 
que jam fuerat gentibus divulgata. Et ubique majoris Opinions ille duntaxat tempore 
Lxx Juterpretum babebatur auftoritas quam Liicz qui ignots 9 vilzs, © non magna 
fidei in nationibus ducebatur, Quezft. ſeu Trad. Hebr. in Gen. FOR 

* Dentque omnes Grzciz Tratarores, qui nobis Eruditionis ſut in Pſalmos Com- 
mentarios reliquerunt, hos verſiculos veru annotant, atque pretereunt, liquido confi- 
ren1tes in Hebrzo non haberi, nec efſe in Lxx Jmer. Prozm. Hieron. in lib. 16. 
in Iſa, | 

$. Non legumur —— in pleriſque Gracts exemplaribus, tam impreſſus, tam manuſcriptis, 
Vaticanis © alize, Brug. in Pol. Synop. ad Pl, 14. - . 

| INC- 
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ince the Rector excepts againſt .Ferome as. a Man unworthy ro be celieved in ay 
as , I will confirm his Teftimony by another of 0rigen's, who faith, the Apoſtle 
cook theſe Verſes ex varis Scripture locss *, from, ſeveral places of Scripture, by 
which words its evident, that they were not in the Lxx, nor in the Zebrew Text 
in- the fourteenth Plalmin 0riger's time, who lived above an Age before Ferome 
was known in the World. And this Teftimony is the more conhderable,.. becauſe 
Irigen had a genuine Copy of the Lxx, which he exhibited in his #exapla,. and utn- 
derftqoli the Zebrew, which very few of the Fathers did, befides, him. and Fenome. 
" Grotus follows Ferome and Origen, and affirms, that - St,-Paul togk theſe Veries 
partly out of the Pſalms, partly. out of Jſaiah+, and this. is the received Opinion 
of the Learned, ; | * 

But faith the Reftor, Jerome confeſſeth the Verſes are in valgata Editiong que Grace 
xov} dicitur, & in toto orbe diverſa eſt ; and adds, 7 do not well wderſtand bim, bus 
zt ſeems the Copies then in or 4ingry uſe had the ſaid Verſes, though Jerome's had 'em 
nor, if he is 10 be credited, Remark on Remark, p. 18.  . rags 

I will chacitably xelieve the Refor's ignorance, and belp him to underſtand 
what Ferome means by his verſio xezyn\, or vulgar Verſion. It was a meſt corrupt Ver- 
fron of the Lxx, but tbe true Copy, ſaith St. Ferome, u 10 be found in Origen's Hexa- 
pla, and # faithfully tranſlated by me into the Latine Tongue, and 5 uſed at Jeruſalem, 
and in the Eaſtern Churches,and remains pure and incarrupt in the Baoks of the Learn- 
ed F. RT Ag | | 

This is, the Verſiqn tq, which Ferome: appeal'd, and of which he affirms, that it 
ha4 notthe interpolated: Verſes in P/. 14. This genuine Verſion was publickly. uſed 
in the* Eaftern Churches, and at Feruſalem, which was but 35 Furlongs, or about 4 
Miles & diftant from B-rblebem, where Ferome lived (Fuſt. Mart, Apol. 2.) and there- 
fore any body might eafily diſprove him, had he miſ-repreſented matter of Fatt. 

Now let any Man judge what an indecent thing it is in our Reftor to blacken 
Ferome's Memory with the Imputation of the mott impudent . and moft . fooliſh Lie, 
which Thouſands of' that Age could have detetted, and he wanted not Adver- 
ſaries that woull have ſutficiently expoſed him upon ſuch an occaſion. His Friend 
Rufinus would have aggravated a Crime of this Nature, and made- the World 
ſenltble of it long ago. | 

But whence is all this Spite at poor Ferom? ? The Reftor is a Man that cannot 
ſuppreſs (tho; be endeavours it) the reaſons of his Refentments.- He calls Ferome, 
before ke was aware, the Presbyterizn Father. Thelg Preghyterians are a fad ſort of 
People, the very mention of their Name puts the Reftor into. a wiſfible Diſorder, 
and raiſes ſuch a Commotion in his Spirits, as if he were haunted by a. Legion- of 
Presbyterian Ghoſts. His hatred to them is ſuch, that he cannot forbear ſpitting 
by Venome at every body that ſeems to favour their Principles 

This is Father Ferome's fault, which the Rettor cannot torgive him, He hath 
prov'd- Biſhops and Presbyters were one and the ſame-in the” Apoſtles times, and 
that the difference between them was hy- Eeclziaſticak Cujrom, and not by Divine 
Diſpoſition, 


———__wO 


* Orig. Com. 21 epiſt., ad. Rode. = "2.1 TT | 

+ Vnur hic Paulus divers ſevrentits, tum-ex Pfalmis, num ex Eſaia. Grotius in 
Rom 3+ 10» In Pol. Syn. | ; 7 Sia 

& xoipn 1pſa eſt quz £5 Lxx, ſed hoc intereſt imer utramque quod, xouyn pro locks © 
gemporibus, & pro vo!untate ſcriprorum corrupte edito eſt. Hieron, ad Sun, & Tretell, 
Tom, IIl, c 

* Hier, Comment. in Ep. ad Tit. 


Its 
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.) Its well if St. Peter, St.Paul'and'St. Fobn fall not under his diſpleaſure, as Presbyte- 
rian Farhers, for Ferome brings his Troofs ourof their-Bpittles.'' I preſume the Candida 
Reader witbnot believe'/the Refor when he charges the- Presbyrerians! with lying 
and —_Y Scripture, for Ferome himſelf, the Prezbyreriun Farber, can't eſtape his 
Cenlure. 

He is very angry with me ('p. 19.) For endeavourimg 10 make' my Party belicve be 
deſigned to depreſs #be. Authority of the Hebrew Copics. -Snrely, this Minifter, faith 
he, never conſiders what be writes. oo OOO oi na ET OL, 

It's well if the Reftor conſiders | bat he does, in» giving occaſion 'to'this- Charge, 
which I ſhall abondantly- confirm. He faith in his'Sermon; p. 9.5: 7bas''7t 5 hore 
probable the Three controverred Verſes might be ys out of the Hebrew Copies, by the 
careleſneſs of the Tranſcribers, than thruſt into ths Greek” by Tranſtazors. - 

Here he evidently. deprefſeth the Authority of the Hebrew Copies, and vre- 
fers the Lxx before them : Nay, By this Rule we muft receive” atl the Additions 
of the 'Lxxz'\ (which are exceeding- many) as Canonical, and ſuppoſe *m'tefr but 
of the Hebrew: Copies: by theicarcleſneſs of the Tranſcribers, e &. they add a 
whole Pſalm at-the-end of -the Pſalm : abour David's Viftory over -Goliah ; Fhey 
add a Verſe concerning the Krifes of. Stove with which the-/ſraelires were Circum- 
ciſed at Gilgal, that they were laid up in Timnath-Serab, and afterwards in Fofhue's 
Grave,: Fofb. 21. 42. and 24. 30, They add to Exod. 24. 10. Taftead of rhey' faw 
the God of: Iſrael, they" read; vhey-faw' 3h+ place: where God floph They adtl' a 
whole Paragraph! at-the end of Fohua,' Foſhua-24.. 33. They have a' long Verſe 
in Fob 1, 9. in which they repreſent Fob's Wife ſco/ding at her Husband. ' They 
add tothe ead- of ''Fob'42. 17," * | % | Ne 

I cau'd inftance in ſome Hundreds of Additious to, and Variations from the 
the. Hebrew: Text, Now all theſe muſt be admitted to the prejudice of the 
Hebrew Copy, and of our Engliſh Bibles (which have 'em not)* according to- 
the 'Reaor'y way' of reaſoning. © [7 Ut 200" 2s I 

» The. ReQor 'obſtinately afferts the- Authority! of the Lxx, which be is mtclin'd 
to believe ro be divine; vindicates the” ddairional Verſes in the fourteentiy Pſalm, 
againſt the Z#ebrew Bibles that have them not 3 profcſledly charges our Hebrew 
Text with ſeveral Corruptions, and thoſe i things very material (which I hal! 
conlider preſently ) and yet confidently tells us, *8was never in bis thoughts 10 de- 
preſs the Hebrew, p.-19,- - F It 

Sure the Rettor does not expett to be believ'd in what he ſays. If charging 
the-Bible with: groſs - Corruptions be not a- depreſſing of it, what is ? © He wou'd 
have it burnt for 6ne Corruption, and yet the charging it with many Corrup- 
tions is no depreſſion to ic. We will ſuppoſe the Rector at this time had an eye 
to the Presbyterian- Father, and did not care what be ſaid or wrote, 

L told him, Jf-the -Lxx be of -45 good: Authortsy as the Hebrew, it's uncers2in what 
becomes of the' Refbor's Texs, Prov. '30. 6. for it # not in- my Edition of the Lax. 
Cambr. 1665. | ) * ; 

Here he mightily triumphs that he has found his Text in the Lxx, and ( p. 
20.) charges me with” lying, and want of ſincerity and-boneſty., 

Theſe are words of Courſe with the Rettor, and ſignifie no more than that he 
is a Man of. good - breeding, and has a Sert of mamnterly expreſſions, with which he 
accommodates-- bis friends upon all Occaſions. - * © | ; 2493] 

It's true, the-Text is-in the Lxx, -but not -in-its-proper. place. I look'd into . 
the end of the Proverbs, where it _— be, and.not finding it there, conclud- 
ed it was not in my Sepruagint Bible. I have met with it fince in, Prov. 24. incerted 
between the 22 and 23 verſes, with the addition of 13 or 14 verſes more of Pro.., 
30. The reft of-the Chapter, and the beginning EY the 31/t Chap. to verſe 10. I. - 

| 2 Cannot, 
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cannot yet find. This Omiſhon and Diflocation is an evidence that our Copies of 
the Lxx (which are of divine. Authority: to the Reftor). are very imperfett, and 
may. ground, a: Conjecture, that theſe. Verſes were thruft into. that place by - ſome 
ignorant hand, which has made bold! with the Lxx in abundance of other places. 
I find them miſ-placed not only in the Roman, but alſo in the Alexandrian. Copy. 

Its being rightly placed in the Complutenſian avd Frankford Editions which the 
Rettox takes notice of ( p. 20.) is no Argument that it was in the Ancient Copies 
of the Lxx, for the Complutenſian Bibles, are a new and mixt Verhon, partly from 
Origen's Additions out: of, Theodotion, Aquila\and Symmacbus, ||. '_ | | 

The. Frankford and other Germax, Editors have taken the liberty to change and 
tranſpoſe the Order of ſume Books, Chapters and Verſes that they might adapt 
them to the Hebrew Text, as Dr. Walton obſerves, +. 

He ſuggeſts that 1ſaac Voſſius has abundantly prov'd the Hebre® Copy corrupted, 
&d that with much Learning and Fudgment, M 

I know not how the Rettor comes to eſpouſe the Notions of //aer Voſſsus, who un- 
worthily diſparages our. Hevrew Bibles, not only. contrary to. the Sentiments of his 
Learned and more Judicious Father Gerhard Voſſius, but ta: the. received Opinion 
of moſt Proteſtant Writers, who have with great Learning and Judgment afſerteg 
the Purity of the Hebrew Text againſt the Papifts, 
. Lindanus, P. Galatinus, Canus, Facobus Chriſtopolizanus, Gord, Huntlens, and ma- 
Qy;more of the Popiſh Dottors, bave endeavoured to enervate the Purity of the 
Hebrew Text, in tavour of the Latine Verſion, which the: Papiſts. prefer above the 
Origiral. , SS + hoy £19h Ro. 4 
Among our ſelves, Jſaac Voſſius, and a few more (among whom the ReQor ſeems 
ambitious to make fome little Figure) have deſerted the- Proteſtant Do@#rine, and 
conipired with che Komaniſts to expoſe the Hebrew Text, as improus: and corrups ; 
for what reaſons and ends they know beſt. 304 t0:h03- v00.2. 4 

It will not he much for the Rettor's Reputation to lick up. Voſhus's:Spittle, whoſe 
Judgment bore no proportion to his great reading, as may appear by the following 
Paſlages, which I hall tranſcribe out of him. b | 

Tbat Book, faith he, of the Hebrew Bible; is dumb, which no man is able to read or 
anderſtand, becauſe one half of it is maimed ; neither bas it any Vowels, but what were 
given it by the enemies of Chriſtianity *. | nn 

In another place he paſſes this arrogant Cenſure on the Learned Tranſlators of 
the Hebrew Bible. ' AS, 

1 could produce whole Chapters, eſpecially out of the more obſcure Books of the Holy 
Scripture , as Ecdefiaſtes, Job, Hoſhea, and others, in which you will not find ſo much 
4 one Verſe rightly underſtood, and rendred by the Interpreters of our Age ||. 

Tf no Man be able to read or underſtand the Hebrew Bible, huw comes Voſſius 
to underſtand it ? And if he does not underſtand it, how knows he-that the Inrer- 


. preters of ow Age have not Tranſlated aright ? If he does underſtand it, - why 


had he not given us a right Tranſlation of thoſe whole Chapters that. are miſren- 
dxed ? | 4 . | y =p | TI 

He repeats his bold Aﬀertion,, The Hebrew Book is mute, as being deſtitute of true 
Vowels, and the we bad Vawels, even this would not enable us 10 Tranſlate it, ſince we 
bave uterly loſt the ſignification of the words, and the fenſe which ariſes from them ; 
even the Jews themſelves do not deny this difficulty of interpreting. Reſp. ad Obj.p. 325. 


—_— ——_— 


f IFalt, Prol:gom. ad Polygl. ix. 23. Tm | 

»* Codex ille murtneſt, quem nec legere, ne dum intelligere, quiſquam ſciat. If. Vol. 
Reſp. ad Nup. Crit. | | | | 

| 17 quibus 2 unicus quidem occurrat verſiculus, qut a noftri ſaculi Imerpretibus re+ 
&ceprus £5 reddimus fuerit, De Sibyth. Orac, cap. 13. p. 270. it 
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If our Hebrew Bibles be ſuch uſeleſs Things as /{. Voſſius makes them ,- it's hard 
to determine what they are good/for : It's .well if his admirer Mr. G. does not con- 
demn them te'the Hames ( as he has done ſome of our * Engliſh Bibles ) for the 
Corruption he finds in them , and their being unintelligible at the beſt, if we may 
bclieve his Friend Voſſsus, for whoſe profound Fudgment he has ſo great a Veneration. 

The ſame Voſſius thus reflefts on Dr. Lightfoor's Hore Hebraice © Talmudice, on 
x Cor. which the learned World juftly admires. He ſeems to me, ſaith he, 10 be Jeſs 
faulty who wou'd;expaund the Goſpels out of the Alcoran than out of the Talmud. And 
a little after he Charges him ( as juſtly as the Reftor does the Difſenters with Cor- 
rupting- the Word of God.) with as tbe Autbority of the Talmud 20 #bas of 
| the Goſpel in the Explication of Scripture 4. - 

He commends Charles the Great for laying aſide the Gothick , Saxon avd French 
Iarguages, and fer propagating with his Empire tbe Latin Tongue , and afſigning it the 
chief Place , | non in Sacrts modo, not only in Religious but in Civil Attions alſo. 

He calls thoſe that defend the Zebrew Bibles 4/ellos cafſos Iumine & intellefty, Aſſes 
void of Judgment and Underſtanding , girt with a Profeſſors Gown, and tarrying far 
their Shield the Maſoretick Bible with-all fs Points $. oe ED 

Thns much I thought fit to Advertiſe the Reader concerning Iſaac Voſſhus, whoſs 
great tg the Rettor applauds, and ſubſcribes to in his Oppoſition. to the He- 
brew Bible, | —— 

He that makes our Zebrew Bibles to conſiſt in dumb Letters , which no Man' can 
read, much leſs underſtand, that Cenſures the Interpreters of his Age as not ren- 
dering ſo much as one Verſe aright in_ whole Chapters, that ſpeaks favourably 
of the Uſe of the Latin Tongue in Religious Worſhip, is not the moſt excellent Pattern 
for a Proteſtant Miniſter to. follow ; but the Reor is of Age to chuſe his own 


Maſtcrs, 


* Serm, pe. 27. Þ+ Voſs. Reſp. ad 0bj. p. 33.1. 332+ || 1bid:ps 340. $'Epifi-ad: Andr. Colv, 
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CHAP: IV. - 
Being aVindicationof my. Arguments for the Purity of the Hebrew Text. 


Briefly hinted at: two or three Arguments forthe Purity of the; Zebrew Copies, 
[ which.I will now :improve and vindicate. from the Refor% Exceptions, | 
IL I athrm'd the Zebrew Cayies to have-been incorrupt in our Sayiour's *'Cime, be- 
cauſe hemever Charg'd the Jews with Corrupting tbe Scriptures, OR 76 
The Rettor takes-no- Notice of this Argument, but he ſaith afterwards ( p. 22. ) 
© many:Corruptions might ſteal into the Hebrew Text, and deſignedly be 1bruft into it 
«© before Chrifts Time. - | 4/ <a 
He dare not ſay, there were any thruſt into it, .but he lily infiouates there mighe 
be : He .deals here with the ſacred Text, as he has done with Difſenters , he brings \ 
it under Suſpicion, when be wants direC Proof. _ 
Tf: the Few before the Birth of Chrift had deſignedly Corrupted the. Holy Bible, 
doubtleſs we ſhou'd have heard of it in the Hiſtory of the New Teftament. We 
are told there that the Oracles of God were Commined v0 them, Rom. 3. 2. They 


were made the Conſervators of the Divine Writings,which were concredited to _ 
| | Ca ad 
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'* Bad they betray'd fo great 2 Truft, and perfidiouſly falfified.the Holy. Scriptures, 


can we imagine that Chriſt and his Apoſtles wou'd have overtoakc'd fo horrid. a wick- 
edneſs, attended with a train of the moſt fatal Conſequences? Jeſus Chriſt''was 


faithful to him that appointed him , as alſo Moſes was in all: his Houſe : Moſes as a 


Servant , but Chriſt as a Son over his own Houſe. Moſes his Fidelity: conſtfted in 
his Care to tranſmit the Divine Laws pure and incorrupt to the. People as he re- 
ceived them in the Monnt : Had theſe Laws been Corrupted by the wickedneſs of 
after Ages, doubtleſs the Lord Jeſus won'd have reftored 'em ta their Original Pu- 
rity. Tt cannot be conceiv'd that the Son ſhou'd bs leſs.congern'd for the Laws of {- 
his Hoaſe than the Servant - had} been, One great end- of his Appearance-was to 
Reform the Corruptiozs of the Fewiſh Church , and wou'd he leave their very Laws 
Unreform'd ? Hecame into the World to bear Witneſs unto the Truth, and can we think 
he wou'd have overlook'd the Falſhoods of that Book which is'the Standard of Truth, 
had any been tbruſt into it., as the ReQor ſuppoles ? He'who reproves the: Fews for 
lefler Sins, wou'd never have Conttivedat fo great an Abomination, as the Corrup- 
ting of the Hebrew Copies. | > 3 [2 1 Ehut to hic” 
- Hecenſures their Corrupt Glsſ7s\upbn the Law, and Vindicates it from. them. Mag. 
*5. much more wou'd he have noted the Corruprions of the Original "Text. 
He bids his Diſciples ſearch the Scriptures , hear the Scribes and Phariſees ſitting in 


| the Seat of Moſes, who was read in the Synagogues every Sabbath day. It's not like- 
* 1y that he wouw'd have recommended the Study ,of corrupred and depraved Scriptures 


þ 


unto his Followers without a neceſſary C4urion againft the Errors of them, 
Fram. the whole it's Eyident that the' Scripture of the Old Teftament was not 


- Corrupted before the Birth of Chriſt, nor were they —_— afrer, as appears by 


the Teſtimonies which Chriſt and his Apoftles cite out 'em-, Which are all for 
Subſtance to be found in Moſes and the Prophets, as they are cited by them. _ 

--' Thus 0rigev and Ferom ancientiy argued for the Purity.of the Zebrew Text, © If 
the Fews Corrupted the Scriptures ( fay they ), they'** did it either before or ſince 
« the coming of Chrift : Not before, becauſe Chrift and his Apoſtles do not Charge 
« *em with-it3aot after,becaule the Allegations made by Chriſt and his Apoſtles out 
* of the Old Teſtament are all , or moſt of 'em till to be found there *. 

II. I urged the Teſtimony of Philo,who flouriſhed aboutthe XLth. Yearvf Chrift ; 
He writes that even unto his Time tor the ſpace of above 2co00 Years, not one 
Word had been Chang'd in the Writings of Moſes. ' 

- Tathis the ReGtor-anſwers, © that . enwe, which I render'd IVord, ſometimes ſig- 
” nifies Sentence, or an intire Propoſttioa; © *T'was the Laws-of- Mofes:the 'Fews' were 
* careful of, and not the Words , Syllables or Letters , according to Philo in this 
* Place. 

*PIKe 1s uſtally rednder'd Ford by all Interpreters , and that's the Primary and 
moſt proper Signification of it, and any one woi'd ſo retider'it here that has no/dz- 
fign to expoſe theScriptare , and does not ſtudy to-eludefach plain Teſtimonies as 
afſert it's, Purity. He grants that the Fews, according to Philo, changed: not any 
Sentence of the Law : But who knows not that the'change 6f -one. Word), yea of one + 
Letter ( as in the inftance of ye and we ) often alters a. whole Sentence ?- If Words 
might be.chang'd , whole Sentences might as catily be perverted. Philo argues 4 
minors ad majus, that, the Ancient Fews were fo far from changing the-Llaw of Moſes, 
WH Prue « auTEs WOvEY Toy dr dV]8 yraupiror xpnou;--- thas rheyiremoved , oc 
changed not ove Ward of what be had wrinen,. - - | # VANE wht 2: 
* The ReQtor prevaricates when he ſaith , 'rwas the Law of | Moſes #bey were careful 
of, and wot the Words : Poubtleſs they were careful of both, and Philo ſaith, they 


——_ 


 * Orig, lib; . in Iſa. ut refert Hieron, in Cap. 6. Ifa. 


changed 


© 4. 2 

changed not pip, peorey, Not. oe Word, with, what; confidence then dare the, ReQor 
afficm they. pan nas careful of the Words ? He RS 0 were careful + the Laws, 
he wou'd do.well:to tell us how the Laws.cou'd be preferv'd without the Words, -., 

<<. It does net. fallow hence ſaith he , that there was no Alteration.in any Worg.gx 
« Point z this might happen ( 160" the Jews. did it not wilfuly ) for any thing ot 
<« offers to the contrary, g: 21. of eds 

Truth is conſtant to. it ſelf, but the Reftors notiuns are inconſiſtent ; He told ys 
above that many. Corrupitons might be deſignedly trhraſt into ube Text before Chriſt's Time, 
and now he faith, ake. Jews alter'd nor a Word wilfully. This he delivers as his 0wn 
Senſe in a Parentbeſis, atid not as Philo's. TW ps 

It's evident the Reftor ftrams the Signification of pnwue to clude .the Force of 
Philo's Teſtimony for the Purity of the Zebrew Text. It's true is ſignifies a Seu+ 
cence ſometimes, but we onght not to recede from the primary and literal Significa+ 


tion of Words without neceſſity. | er” ies 
The Fews were careful not only of the Sentences, but were Religiuus 30 Saper/lition 
in counting the very Leners of the Bible 10 preſerve it intire , as the Rettor cold. us in 
his Sermon, P. 13. but. now he is inclined to think they took no Cate of the I/ords, 
SyUables or Letters, but only of the Sentences of the Law, as heexplaias Philo. 

I leave it to ſuch as can to reconcile the Reftor to-himſelf. +. | 

Certain it is, that the Fews had of Old, and ftill have, ſuch a Zeal for their Law, 
that the very Words , Syllables and Letters were preſerved by them with-nd leſs Care 
than the Semences of the Law. : | | , 

We havea memorable Story in Ferome, which whether True or Falſe ſhews what 
a Zeal the Fews of that Age had for the Words and Letters of the Law. 'Fhe Story 
is this. Foab flew his Mafter , becauſe he did the , Work of the Lord deceitfully, 
when he read Dent. 25. 19. Thoit ſhalt blot out 72D 12! the Male of Amalek, 
when he onght to have read JP? the Memory of Amalek, * The Letters of VI are 
the ſame in both readings, all the difference lies in the Points or Vowels. 

The Fewiſh Rabbies (ay, that he who makes the leaſt Atteration in the Bible commits the 
inexpiable Sin: And they add, thar if any One ont of Ignorance, or Malice ſhou'd change 
One Word therein, tbe whote World won'd be in danger of Periſhing, and returning in- 
wo irs primitive Chaos: And they give this Reaſon for their Opinion (which they 
endeavour various ways to confirm ) that the World was Created for the Sake of the 
Holy web-armb If any one therefore ſhou'd Corritpt the Scripture, the Wortd mn$t needs 
Periſh +. © | > 

This Confirms Philo's Teſtimony, and explains the meaning of ' his *#Hwwa Kyo, 
which the Rettor has weakly endeavour'd to perplex : But I ſhall have Occafion pre- 
ſently to ſpeak. more of their Care of the very Words, and Lerters of the Law, a- 
greeable to this Teftimony of Philo. | _ 

ITI. I argued from the Muſorz, which I afhirm'd to have been'ati' effeftirat means 
to preſerve thePurity of the Hebrew Text , and renders it impoſſible that any Cor- 
ruption ſhou'd have crept into them. Es ot JE! 

All that the ReQtor hath to ſay to this Argument is, * That *twas tio hard mat- 
©* ter for cunning Kabbies to alter Words and Letters , and ftill to keep the juſt 
« Number of them, as ye and we in As. 6. 3. where ftill retvains the ſame Num- 
«© ber of Words and Letters. | | gore * 

\ The Reftor diſcovers himſelf to be a perfe& Stranger to the Maſora, which tells 
us not how many Words and Letters are in every Bogk, but the'Geauine Writing agd” 
Reading, where any diverſity Occurs, as alſo when 'Words'are written Fully with 


— 


* Hieron, in 16. 6. + Polen. Syntag. ex Taln. lib, 1s Cap» 37+ Po Able - 
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quieſcent Letters, eſpecially y and? , and when defe#ively' without them : They 
note when a Word begins, ends, or is to be found in the Middle of {a 'Verſe * They 
obſerve all the peculiar Conſtrutions of it, with the Ambiguous Significations ;, they 
remark alſo the Vowels and Accents: They take notice of the grezter and leſſer Let- 
ters, and of thoſe that are inverted and ſymbolically Pointed 3 nay they have enter'd 
down how often every Letter of the Alphabet js contain'd in the whole Scripture. 
All this and much more the learned Reader may find in Buxtorf's Tiberias or Com- 
mentary upon the Maſora, by which it's Evident the Zebrew Copies could not be Cor - 
rupted after the Maſora was Written. This is acknowledged both by Fews and 
Chbriſtians that underſtand the Myaſora. | eL Uh | 

Elias Levita, alearned Few, who tho* he differs from his own Countrey Men a- 
bout the Time of the Maſors ( which he thinks was invented at Tibertas after the 
Year 500. ) yet he owns it in concurrence with other Rbbies to be an effe#ual Con- 
ſeruatory of the Purity of the Law. I will give you his own Words:  * After this 
Work which the Authors of the Maſora perform'd, it is impoſſible that any Change or Cor- 
ruption ſhou'd happen to any of our Bibles ; bence it is that our Rabbins of befſed Memo- 
ry hzve not ſaid in vain, that the Maſora is the hedge of the Law. 

The ſame is affirm'd by Chriftian Writers, vid. Buxtorf. Tiberiad. Capnion. ſer 
Reuchlin, in ſpeculo 9culari. Ariem Montan, in prefat. Bibl. Brixian. in Arca Noe. 
Mich. | Fuller. Miſcellan. 11T. 13. 

- His Inftance of ye and we in As 6. 3. is very Impertinent , for if the Letters 
wand y were reckon'd up in the As, the falſe reading ye wou'd make a » ſuper- 
numerary and leſſon the Number of w's. | 

Even thoſe that plead againft the Purity of the Hebrew Text, will readily acknow- 
ledge it was not Corrupted ſince the Invention of the: Maſore, and therefore have 
no way to avoid this Argument but by athrming ( with Elias Levita) that the Ma- 
fora is a late Invention of the Fews at Tiberias, about the Year 500; and that the 
Scripture was Corrupted either before or by thoſe Fews who drew up the Maſoretick 
Notes and invented the Vowels. This way the Popiſh Dottors and Vofſius go. But 
the Rector deſerting his learned Friends , ignorantly affirms the Maſorg cou'd not 
preſerve the Bibles in Purity. He is willing to believe they are Corrupted, and that 
no Art or Care of Man ( no not the admirable Invention of the Maſora ) could 
poſſibly prevent it. 

However, he is ſo kind to us, as to tell us, © That he does not atfirm, that the 
* Hcbrew was Corrupted in any material Thing till after the deftruttion of Fe- 
«© ruſalem. - P. 22» | 

Hz ſhowd have informed us , what immaterial Corruptions were got intu the Bi- 
ble before the deftrution of Feruſalem, and what material Ones after. 

« Nevertheleſs, adds he, it might have been Corrupted before the Fifib Century, 
* when, the Maſorz is ſaid to be invented, AKem. ibid. 

Here he ſeems to allow that the Bible has not been Corrupted ( at leaft in any 
Thing that is Materia ) after the penning of the Maſors in the Fourth Century. He 
wou'd or ſhou'd have ſaid the Sixth Century, for the Maſora, according to Elias Levi- 
14 was Pen'd after the Year 590. + But the Redtor who affe&ts to contraditt him- 
ſelf, acknowledgeth in another Place ( Serm. p. 13.) that the Majors was b-fore 
the Birth of Chrift , for ( ſaith he ) the Jews wzre Religious 10: Superſtition , as may 


| be thought, couming the very Lenters of tbe Bible wo preſerve it imire: Hereunto our Lord 


«ludes, in Matt, 5. 18. 
Our Author is ſo variable, that one knoivs not where to find him. 
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* Elias Levein Buxt. Tiber. py 6. + Buxt Comment, Maſorer, ro 12, 
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One while the Maſors was before the Birth of Chrift ( i. e. Since Fere's Time ) 


another while it was invented in the Fifth Century. In one Humour he wou'd have 


Us believe the Fews were Religious 10 Superſtition, to preſerve the Bible intire ; in a- 
nother Humour, they defignedly Corrupted it ; in another Mood, rhey alter'd not 4 
Word willfully. The Rettor ſhou'd blame no Body for differing from him, ſince he 
can't agree with himſelf. | 
Convenies mulli qui ſecum diſſidet ipſe., TY 

He gravely * concludes, 'tis but lately ſince the Chriftians receiv'd the Hebrew 
** Bible from the modern Fews, who may very well be ſufpected to have made bold 
* with it in prejudice to the Chriſtian Religion. p. 22: s (2113 

Had the Chrittians no #ebrew Bibles till of late Years ? Were there not Hebrew 


Bibles in the Hands of the Ancient Fews,who many of 'em became Chriſtians ? The 


Apoſtles were Fews, I hope he'l not ſay they had no Zebrew Bibles, or that they re- 
ceiv'd them of the modern Fews. od va Ant 55; 

But perhaps he means the preſent Copies of the Zebrew Bible , and that theſe 
are come from the modern Fews. This 1s boldly affirm'd, and if we call upon hin 
to prove it, he muſt have recourſe to F. Simo»s help, who tho? he has endeavour'd 
to weaken the Authority of our Hebrew Bibles, yet is forc-d to Confeſs the Anti- 
quity of the Copy that goes under R. #ille's Name, which the Fews affirm to be 
Written by R. #il:i himſelf, ſome Years before the Birthof Chriſt. So doth Cune- 
us de Repub. Hebr. and Scbickard de jure Reg. Hebr, who are quoted by  F. Simon, 
but he himſelf thinks it was Written by ſome Fewiſh Rabbi of that Name fince the 
Invention of the Zebrew Points by the Dottors of the School of Tiberias, becauſe 
he finds it Pointed and Accented. So that according to his Confeſſion it may be above 
1000. Years Old : And if the Hebrew Vowels be Co-equal with the Letters ( as I 
think the Judicious and Learned Buxtrof hath effeRually prov'd ) the #illelian Co- 
Py , with which our modern Copies agree, may be as Old as the Fews affirm, and 
written by the Ancient and Famous #7le}, who flouriſhe4 about 60. Years before 
the Birth of Chrift. - | | | 

Doubtleſs there are many Ancient Copies of the Hebrew Bible in ſeveral Chrifti- 
an Libraries, for whichweare not obliged to the modern Fews. 

I remember Voſſusfaith he ſaw ſeven hundr'd Manuſcript Copies of the Hebrew 
Bible in _—— The Retor perhaps can tell what Fewiſh Doors they were 
borrow 'd of. kf | | | 

But ſippoſe our preſent. #:brew Copies hal ' come from the modern Fews, it 
does not follow they made bold with them in Prejudice to Chriſtianity, as the Rector ſuf- 
pets. This ſuſpicious Gentleman ought to ſhew us wherein they have Corrupted 
them. | 
Had they falſified the Scripture in Prejudice of Chriftianity, doubtleſs they would 
have expung'd the Chief Prophecies concerning Jeſus 'Chrift: But that they have 
not done, for thoſe Places wherein the Greek and Latin Bibles differ from the He- 
brew , ſeldom concern the Chriſtian Faith, and 'the Hebrew: Copies do-uften make 


more againſt the Fews than the Greek and Lazin Verſions; as for inſtance, in Pſalm, - 


2. 12. receive diſcipline, (o the Greek and Latin, from which nvthing can be direaly 
nrg'd againft the Fewsz but the Hebrew, NA YDPWI kiſs the Son; 1s 'an invincible 


Argument againft them. ' Have the Fews Corrupted their Copies that they might 


give a more expreſs Teſtimony to the Son of God? } 

That the Hebrew Copies are not depraved by the-modern Fews is-evident from 
their Agreement with thoſe which Ferom uſed. It's apparent to.any one that will 
be at the Pains to compare them, that wherein our Copies differ from the LXX, 
they generally agree with that which Ferom uſed, as far as we have any Account 
of it in his Writings. 

The Learned Salomon G1aſſius, Profeſſor of the Holy Tor:gues at Feng, ſpeaks of 


a very Ancient Manulcript of the Hebrew Bible - their Colledge , curiouſly Writ- 
_— ten 
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ten m Royal Parchment, {Tbis; he, carefull ' examin'd. -for the greateſt Part, and 


could not .obſerve it to . vary, from other Copies. in 'the.leaft titgle, but that ſome ' 


43> 


Words were omitted at the .firſt writing, which upon the review. were ſupplied *. 

IV. I will add one other Argument tor the Purity of the Zebrew Text. If the 
Fews neither cou'd nor wou'd have Corrupted the Hebrew Copies, it follows that 
they have not Corrupted them. | y | 

1/t. They cou'd not Corrupt all the Hebrew Copies, if they had been. never ſo 
deſirous, for there was a pure Copy inevery 5ynagog in the World belides'thoſe in 
the Hands of Chriftians. Now, 3s it poſſible that ſo many Copies in diſtant: Coun- 
tries and Places ſhou'd be all Corrupted, and not. one left to deteR the Fraud ? It 
is very abſur'd to fancy a general Coaſpiracy between the Fewiſh Dottors to fallify 
all their Bibles, and that in ſnch Texts where they had no Intereft to ſerve, and in 
the mean Time to leave the great Prophecies concerning Jeſus Chriſt untouch'd ? 
Had ſuch a piece of Villany been attempted, F doubt not but the Worl4 had rung cf 
it -long ago. That watchful-Providence which bath preſerv'd the Holy Scriptures 
from the deftrutive Rage of--Perſecutors, .and the corrupting Attempts of cunning 
Hereticks, + wou'd doubtleſs have raiſed upſome Inſtruments to afſert the Purity of 
the Divine Law z nay rather than ſo helliſh a Combination ſhou'd take EffeR, I que- 
ion not but among the very Aors themſelves ſome wou'd have been influenced 
by the ſovereign Dire&or.of humane Intelletts, to. dete&t and oppole fo Yike a. Pra- 
Rice. To phancy ſuch an univerſal Corruption of the Zebrew Copies, is to dream 
that the World is govei n'd without a Providence, and that the chiefeft Objefts of 
it's peculiar Care, the Scripture and the Church, axe kft in the Power of reftiels and 
malicious Adverſaries. OP 

Fuſtin Martyr takes notice of the providential Care of Heaven in preſerving rhe 
Holy Bible in the Fewiſh Synagogues for the Uſe of the Chriſtian Church, JU: muſt 
be { ro the Divine Providence, ſaith he, that'our Religion is at this Day preſerved 
among; the.Jews, to whom becauſe, we wou'd not give Occafion 30, reproach ns. by Producing 
tbe Scri __ out of our Church, we chuſe rather 10 produce 'em out of the Synagogue, of 

br raph. it very Incredible, © That the Jewiſh Nation, featter'd farand wide 
© through the World, cou'd conſpire together to write a Lye,, and while.they envy 
&« the Benefit- of the Scripture unto others, ſhou'd deprive, themſelves of the Truth:-- 
« God forbid that any ſenſible Man ſhoud believe the mot perverſe and malicious 
©< Fews td beeverable to =ffeit fo much,. in ſo many Copies, and thole diſperſed far 
© and wide $. Re FS a1 | y eta, $55 | 

Ferom a & at the Sillineſs of thoſe who think the Hebrew Copies falfified. Au- 
ftin calls the Fews Capſarios noFros, qui ſtudentibus nobis Codices portant. * They are 
Library-keepers,. and Book-catriers to the Studentsjn Chriſtiamity, .- 74g 

24ly. As they cou'd not, ſo we have-reaſon to. beheve, they won't impoſe up- 
on us, for they: were Religious even to Supzriition:48 preferring the Scripture in- 
fire, as the ReQtar hath -noted- What our Saviour faith, 2bat one jor or one. zittl e 
ſbox'd in no wife paſs from the Law, vill all be fullfilled, has been made good. The 

s themſelves were of the ſame Mind : Their own Expoſitions, as Dr. 1 ightfoot 

obferves, will atteſt to this Truth as to both thoſe Words that our Saviour hath, viz. 
1574 iv 3 ade. nepaix its little to be doubted, that onr Saviour means the 1ztrer 
Fod, concerning which, the Feruſal. Telmud. hath this Paſſage, Sanb. f0. 20, I. 3. 


- —— - mann 
:'*% Ne purltkulo quidems Codicibus aliis 


Uifcrepare, enimadvertere. poiui. Philol. 


Sacr# lib. I. tra. 1. p. 23; + Niceph. Eccl. hiſt, IV, 21. |} Servart autem etiam 
munc apud Fudaeos noftram Religionem, Det erga nos eft providemie. Serm. ad Gent. 
$ --- Abſit ut prudens aliquis vel Fudeus cujufliber perverfitatis , asg3 malitie tantum py- 
raiffe credet in codictbus ram maltis, © tam longe laeg, diſperſes, Aug, de Civ. Dei. XV. 


The 


13. *. Aug. in Plam, 40. F- 41. 


: C 65] | 
The Book: of Miſhneli Torah (- Peluteronamy-) came, profirate to: complain that -Solomo"? 
fought ts roox Jod' our of it { viz. CIWI-HAN N27. ber ſoul! nor multiply Wifes ) The 
holy blefſed\God" ſaith to it, Solomon 4nd a thouſand, ſuch as be ſhall fail, but 4 Word of 
the Law ſhall not fail. — 4. 

About wie xceaia, which ſgnifies one of thoſe little apiculi that dift nguiſh be- 
tween Hebrew Letters, they have ſeveral Paſſages. Tarchum Fol. 1, He that makes: 
1a Tor 1 a I deſtroys the' World, See ſeveral Inſtances of this uſed in the learned. 
Author. Bi, vol. }. p. 374-375« by. | Etats 

The Fews uſed the greatefti Care amd! Caution imaginable in; Tranſcribing the 
Law. They examin'd all Copies with a moſt Religious diligence. If there were 
but two or three Faults in every Leaf, one may mend and read them in Private, ſay 
the Maſters, but if there were more Faults, ſuch a Bible was not allow'd-for private 
uſe, Li. bid, | | 

In every Synagogue they had a true.Copy, and.it wastheir Care every where to 
have their Bible as purely: Authentick-as poſſible;,; as may. be ſeen by the - curious 
Rules that. are given to that purpole in Maſſech. Sopberim,&c. Thus far Dr. Lightf.ia 
whom. you may ſee much more to the ſame purpoſe. 

The modern Fews retain the Zealof their Anceſtors for the Purity of the Divine 
Law, Rom. 10. 2. Aft. 21.20, They have the moſt Religious regard to their Bi- 
ble, they never put it in an unclean Place, nor touch it with defiled Hands , ant 
it happens to touch the Ground; they keep a publick 'Faft, to obviate the Judgment 
which ſuch an Accident portends, *' 

If a Copy had but one Corruption, it was not admitted into the Synagog, but 
to be buried inan Earthen Veſſel, and never to be uſed, but in extreme Neceffity a 
poor Man might teach his Children to read in it, but muft not bring it into the Sy- 
nagog, nur apply it to any other Ufe.. . To this unparallelled Vigilancy and Care is 
owing the oortell Harmony and ſurprizing Conſent of the Manuſcript Copies of the 
Hebrew Bible thronghout the World at this Day.: Nuv-one Copy,. written by a Few, 
can be produced ( as learned Hebricians have affirm'd ) that has the leaſt ' diſagree- 
ment with- their other Copies, except it be in ſome Maſoretick Notes, and in: the 
Keri's and Kethibs.It were well if the Chriſtians in their Editions of the Bible did im- 
tate the great Diligence of the Fews, whoſe exemplary Zeal, and curious Circum - 
ſpeCtion in reviſing and correQing their Bibles inexcuſably condemns the general re- 
miſnef$ of Chriftian Printers. Maimon. in Polen. ubi ſupra. <S 


CHAP. V.. 


Cont aining an Arſwer to the ReGor's Obje@ions againſt the Purity of the | 
Hebrew Text, _ CE, OE IR Br 


” T AVING vindicated my Arguments for the Purity of the Hebrew Copies, I 

- ſhall now confider what the 'Reor 'can-fay againſt it ow 10s, 

1. His firt Exception: to the Purity of the: Zebrew js taken out of  Fuft. Martyr, 

who charg'd the Jews-wish Corrupting-tbe Scriptures. To. this Lanſwer'd , with. Cor- 
rapting the Greek, but nor the Hebrew. For this the Rettor very ſcornfully. demands 
my Reaſon. © Pp. 24. ' $5 . = «> 

My reaſon is, becauſe Fuſt. Mars. expreſly mentions their Corrupting the Lxx, aud 
no- where ſpeaks of their *Corrypting the: Hebrew Copies. 423 nr” 
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His Words are theſe, 1 wow'd. bave you know that they ( the Jews) have expung'd 
our of the Tranflation of the Elders that were with Ptolomy many tmire Texts,: in which 
is clearly foretold that this Crucified one ſpowd be God and Man, and that he muſt be hang- 
ed on a Tree and dye for us *, 

When he ſpeaks of the Z7oly Scriptures indefinitely , we are to underſtand him of 
the Lxx, Verſion, which was the only Scripture moft of the Fathers were acquainted 
with. He tells the Fews ( among other Corruptions) they had alter'd Jſz. 7. 14. 
which in the Lxx. is, behold a Virgin ( reag$v©- ) ſball bring forth; this they alter'd 
into ye&y77---- behold a Tourg Woman ſhall bring forth: And © it is to this Day in 
Aquila's Verſion , which the Fews prefer'd to. that of: the Lxx. . It:does not appear 
thac they had chang'd the Original, 73259) but the Controverſy was, whether it 
ought to be render'd ree3$iv@- a Virgin, with.the Lxx, yezvis a Tourg Woman, as 
Aquila had corruptly render'd it F. _ 

The ReQor aſks, is is no Fault to Corrupt the Ixx? Yes, doubileſs,, it is the 
height of Wickednels to Corrupt. the Word of God inany Veriion 3 but we ow? it 
to the ſpecial Providence of God that the Original have been preſerved intire , by 
which all Tranſlations are to b2 examined, and the Corruptions of 'em deteRted. 

Bur, ſaith the Reor, © if the Corruption had been only in the Lxx, they wou'd 
* have ict Fuſtin know that their Zebrew Bibles were intire. p. 24» 

The Charge being only about Corrupting the Greek Bibles , they had no Occaſi- 
on to ſpeak of the Zebrew; and it ſhould ſeem Fuſtin himſelf was a Stranger to that 
Language, for he ſaith 1/r4e1 ſignifies homo wincens Virtutem, ljra isa Man, and El is . 
Vercue or Stength, according to Fuftin. A Novice in the #ebrew knows how to cor. 

-re this Etymolozy. Nay the very Helleniſts, or the Grecizing Fews that lived with- 
out the borders of their own Land, were generally unacquainted with the Zebrew , 
his Friend Voſſus affirms that after the Captivity the Hebrew was loſt in Paleſtine it 
ſelf, and then no wonder the Few that diſcourſes with Fuſtin makes no mention of 
fig er # gp the Hebrew Bibles, to which he might be as great a Stranger as Fu: 
in himſelf, | 3131 | 

II. © The paſſages objetted by Fuſtin ( as the Rettor adds:) are ftill wanting in 
* our Zebrew Bibles, for inſtance, Pſalm, 96. 10. ſay amorg the Heathen the Lord 
* hath reigned, but Fuſtin tells Trypho that 47 5% £vas had been ftruck out by the 
«© Fews, and that the Place ſhou'd run thus, the Lord bath reigned from the Wood or 
* Croſs, Theſe Words, from tbe. Croſs, are-not in the Zebrew or Lxx. at this' Day, 
& The Hebrew Copy in Ferom's days wanted the ſame Words, and they are to be 
« found in Auſtin, Cyprian, Tertull. &c. as Flam. Novilius aſſitms, p. 25. 

Here the ReQor advances a bolt Charge againft-the Catbolick Church, as conſen- 
ting at leaſt to the Corrupting of God's Word, and that in an illuftrious Predi&ion 

of the Manner of Chrifts Death, whom they. had fo little a regard to ( according 
to the Charitable Re&or ) as to negle(t the reſtoring ſo famous a Prophecy to it's 
due Place in the Bible, and that after they were told of the Corruption of Fuff, 
Mertyr. This is a very ſevere Charge againſt the whole Generation of the Righteous. 
You ſee the Difſenters have a great deal of good Company that ſuffer with them 
under the Rettor's unjuſt Criminations of being Corrupters of the Word of 
God. 

It muſt be confeſſed that Fuſtin's Copy of the Lxx. had the Words, from tbe Wood, 
and this was follow'd by ſome of the Fathers, but:the+ more Corrett Copies had *em 
not. That they were not Ociginally in the Lxx./ will appear, if we conſider, 


* Ac quod illi multos © integros locos illarum ex tranſlatione eorum, qui cum Ptolo- 
meo fuere Seniorum ſuſtulerint, &c. Fuſt, in Dial. cum Tryphon. + Vos autem 
(faith he) and in bis mutare expoſitiones Seniorum veſtrorum' qui fuere apud Ptolomzum, 
Agyptiorum KRegem, audetis, dicones nou babere $cripmarum ſficut itli verteruns ſed ecce 
juvencula in utero concipiet, Juſt. ibid, 

I. That 


= 
1. That Ferome, who tranſlatrd bath. the #ebrew and Lxx into Latine, takes no 
notice of them, which doubtleſs he wouk have done, if they had been either in the 
Hebrew or Greek Copies 7 he had the genuine Copies of the Lxx, out of Origen's 
Hexapla., Tt may be therefore preſum'd, that Fuſtin Martyr found theſe words in 
_ corrupt Copy of the Lxx, which Ferome calls verſio xowv} , as we obſerv'd 
before. p 

2. The Latine Verſion, which all allow to be Ancient, has 'em not : No more are 
they to be found in the Alexandrian or Roman, or any other . Copies of the Lxx as 
this day ; nor in the Arab, Ethiopic (which follow the Lxx in moſt things) nur in 
the Syriac or Chaldee Paraphraſe. Have the Fews heen able to corrupt all the 
Copies of theſe Verſions, that were in the hands of Chriſtians? Did the Chrifſti- 
ans treacherouſly deliver upall the Greek and Tatine Bibles, which were inaunte- 
rable, to be corrupted by the Fews ? If we ſhou'd ſuppoſe 'eni to be able to alter 
their own Hebrew and Greek Copies, is it pciſible they ſhould be able to falfifie at 
the Bibles through the whole Chriſtian World ? Credat Fudeus Hpella? © 

3. Is it likely that ſuch a clear Prophecy concerning the Croſs of Chrift had been 
over-lookt in the New Teſtament, where ſeveral more obfcure ones are Cired, 
and applied to his Paſhon ? There's ſcarce a circumftance of his Sufferings but the 
Evangcliſts appiy ſome Old-Teftanent-Prophecy to it , and they uſually note, that 
ſuch an Event happen'd for tlie fulfilmg of the Scriptures, Now had there been 
ſach a PrediAion as this upon Record, that the Lord ſhou'd reign jrom the Wood, it is 
highly probable, That Chrift and his Apoſtles wou'd have taken notice of it, as 
they do of thoſe that are more dark and abſtruſe. . This Omiſſon is a plain Evi- 
dence, That it was not in the Bible in Chrift's and the Apoſtle's time; and if not 
then, it never was in the Hebrew Bible, which the ReQor allows was not corrupt. 
ed in any material thing before the Deſtru+:n of Feruſalem. 

4. Mr. Nich. Fuller, who has a learned Diſſertation upon this Subje&, conceives, 
that ſome Chriftian, obſerving that theſe Words, the Lord reigreth, treated of the 
Kingdom.of Chrift, added in the Margin by way of Explication, from the Wood, 
which the next Tranſcriber, taking it for a various Reading, boldly incerted into 
the Text, and ſo it might eaſily ſpread into more Copies, than the few the Rettor 
mentions, as ye and we in As 6, 3, hath done. Mr. F. quotes Faber, ſaying, that 
theſe words are not de Zebraica veritate, but added by Chriflian Devotion. 

I will conclude with Fuller's Cenſure, An vero os aliquod impurum dicere auſit, &C. 
But dare any foul. mouth. affirm, that either thoſe Verſions (Gr. & Lat.) or the Catholick 
Church (which hath approved them for ſo many Ages)bave conſpired in ſo borrid a wicked 
neſs with the perfidious enemies of Feſus Chriſt ?*Full. Miſcell. Theo. tib. 3. cap. 13. 

ITI. The Re&or believes upon Yoſſius's Judicious Authority, that the Hebrew 
Chronology is corrupted, his Argument is this, The Jews believ'd their Mefliah wou'd 
come about the 6200 Tear from the Creation ; that tbe World was 6000 Tears ol4 when 
Chriſt came ; that the Ancient Hebrew Copies reckoned 60co Tears from. Adam to 
Jeſus, elſe the Fews cou'd not bave gt o37pe the Meſſiah when Jeſus was born, {i their 
Chronolog y bad been the ſame as it is this day; from the whole it muſt be confeſſed, -thav 
the Modern Hebrew Copies are corrupted, the World, according to them, being at the Birth 
of Jeſus but about 4000 Tears 01d. p. 25 & 26. | 
The ReQor barely propoſes this Aurgment, but neither explains nor attempts to 
prove the parts of it, I'll briefly examine each of them. ua 
__ 1. It cannot be prov'd that the Ancient Jews expetted their Meſhah about the 
60L0 Year of the World. Voſſius endeavours to prove it from a Talmudical Tradition, 
which the Jews aſcribe to Elias, and Voſſias believes to be Elias the Prophet, 

The Tradition of the houſe of Elias is this, The World ſhall laft Six Thouſand 
Tears ; two Thouſand Tears before the Law, 1wo Thouſand Tears of ybe Law, and two 
Thouſand Tears of the time . of the Meſſiah z but for our iniquities, which are many, 

boſe Tears ure paſs'd and lapſed. Mundus conſtrabit, &c, In TraQ. Sanhedr. F: 
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If. Voſſms begins theſe 6000 Years fromthe Floud, and ſo reckons forward tothe i 
* Birth of Chriſt; but he ought to begin from the Creation, for the” Fatition fpeaks 
of the Age of the World, that it ſhou'd laft fix thouſand Years, alluding to the 
fix days of the Creation, accounting 1000 to anſwer each day. His reaſon for recks 
oning from the Floud, is taken from 2 Per. 3.6. who calls the Old World, the World 
that then was. This is nothing to the point in hand, for the Queſtion is not whe- 
ther the Anrediluvian World may be {o call'd, but whether El:as intended to exclude 
that State of the World, or the time before the Floud, from being concern'd in this 
Tradition, This neither is, nor can be prov'd. Now if we reckon the 6ooo Years 
from the beginning of the- Creation, it's co-incident with the Chronology of our 
Hebrew Bibles, which make the World about 4000 Years old when Chrift was born; 
and ſo doth this Tradition, for it aſſigns 2000 years before the Law, and 2000 years 
uader the Law, at the end of which it makes the M:ſ5ah to come. 
"The Truth is, Thits is a Rabbinical Figment, and no Prophecy of Elias, as Voſſius af 
firms without proof. Perhaps the Author might be ſome Tatmudic Door of that 
Name. It gives a falſe account of the time before the Law, which was abuut 2450 
Years, and of the time under the Law, which was about 1500 Years, and not 2c05 
as he affirms. Some have calculated the Duration of the World by this pretended 
Prophecy, and have been ſo vain as to affirm, thar the Laſt Judgment will be at the 
end of 6000 Years from the Creation, grounding their Opinion upon this K4bbinical 
Tradition. | 

Beſides, the: Jews acknowledge that the time of the Coming of the Meſſiah is al- 
ready paſt, tho* he be. hid from them for their ſins: This is inconſiſtent with their 
defalking 2000 Years from the Chronology of the Hebrew Bible,that they may per- 
ſwade the World the time of his appearance is not yet come. 

They are ſenſible enough, that the time of the Meſha's coming is lapſed, what- 
ever ſome of them may ſay to the contrary 3 and therefore they pronounce. a ſo- 
lemn- Curſe upon the Computers of Times, Mal? pereunr (fay the Talmudiſts) qui 4B <- 
zemporum. articulos ſuppetunt quibus vemurus eſt Meſſiah. Let their Bones rot (ſays R. | | 
Fonathan) who compute the times of the end. * | 

2. It can't be prov'd that the World was 2coo years old when Chrift came. Ac- 
cording to the Hebrew Copics, which I have prov'd incorrupt, the World was about 
4000; years old when the Son of God was manifeſted in the Fleſh. There is no rea- 
fon whiy.we ſhuu'd eſteem the Greek Chronology before the Hebrew Bibles. It's ab- 
ſurd to prefer a Tranſlation to the Original, the Streams to the Fountain, Even 
thoſe that. fallow the Lxx Chronology, do not make the World 6000 Years old 
when Chriſt came. Theophitus Antiochen and the Oriental Church reckon about 5507 
from the Creation to the Birth of Chriſt. Ad Antolyc, lib. 3» MNicephorus reckons 
$505 « Eccl, Hiſt. I. 10. 

.. Weare ſure the Greek Chronology has been either corrupted very. early, or falſi- 
fed by the Lxx Tranſlators, for it makes. Methuſelab to live 14 Yeats after the 
Floud ; hence came that famous Queſtion, where to lodge him all the time of the 
nd | | WEE et houy 

Some beld (as St. Auſtin obſerves) that be was with bu Father Enoch, who was tray- 
Hated. . This they beld (adds he) as being lothro derogate from the Authority of thoſe i 
Books, which the Church hath entertained into mare renowned Authority, and thinking that EY WY 
2he Books of rhe Jews, rather than theſe , do miſtake and err, For tbey ſay, its not cred B+» 
-ble, that the Lxx Imerpreters, which tranflated at one time, and in owe ſenſe, could err, or F 
would lye or err, where it concern'd them. not ; but that the Jews, for extvy they bear ut--=- 

»have cbang'd ſome thirgs in their Books, thas the Autbority of, ours might be leſſen'd. © |} 
.- This is their Opinion, his own he gives a little after, Let that Tongue be rather 
believ d,qur of 'which a Tranſlation is made ins another 9 Interpreters. And in the © 
fiext Chap..(chap." 14.) 7he-Truth of things muſt bs feteb'd.out of -vbut Tongue, our of ® 
which that that we have is imterpreted, Aug, de Civit. Dei, xv. 11. 13, 14. - _Y 
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© Ft is true; the generally follow'd the Greek Chronoſogy,ohs how cou'd they © 


” go otherwiſe, fince few of *em were able to read the Bible in- Zebrew.. - oh 
F/* 3. The ancient Hebrew Copies did not reckon 6000 Years from Adam to Feſus, 
EE: as the Rettor affirms. They reckon'd, as we do now, as appears by the Copy which 
4 4 yorom uſed, of which he gives this account, Thar where the Greek Tranſlation ſaith abe 
1* Patriarchs before the Floud were ſo mary years above two bundred years old, when they be» 
+ gat ſuch a Son, tbe Hebrew Copy ſvith they were ſo many years above 0ae hundred years 
® 014. Sothat the 100 years which are added to the lives of the Antediluvian Patri- 
Farchs in the Lxx Verſivn-(which make about 600 Years inall) were not in the An+ 
Eeient Hebrew Copies, Sciendum quod utq; ad,&c.Hizron.in queſt ſeu Tradit.Hebr.prem. A 
©. But ſaith the ReQtor gut of 50 The Jews cou'd not have expeted the Mcſhah. | _ 
WWben Jeſus was bory, if this Chronology bad been the ſame as it is thu days. - if : 
23; Doubtleſs that Chrorology was the ſame, and they had juft-reaſons. to _expett the 
Þ5ihah then, for Davies Weeks were at an end ; the Scepter was departed from Fur 
"gab ; Fobn the Baptiſt, the forerunner of the Meſbah had awakened their expettations. 
Veſſuus's main Argument (as the Re&or calls theſe) being anſwer'd, what follows i5 
of leſs Conſideration : however, I will make ſome ſhoct refleftions on his twolaſt Ar- 
gunients, which are as follows : | 7 0 as 
IV. Cainan the Son of Arphaxad, mention'd Luke 4. 35, 36. i left out in Gen: 14-4 24. 
which i a demonſtr agi0n.ſaith the Refor, that the Fews have corrupted the Hetrew, 
This Argument has been judicioufly anſwer'd by ſeveral Learned Pens, as the Rea» 
der may ſee in Poe], to whom I remit him. Sm. Cris. #8 Luc. 3+ IL FAR 
I ſhall' only take notice of what Door Lightfoot ſays toit. He arhirms -it 
added to Moſes's Text by Interpreters, for theſe reaſons 3; 1. No reaſon.can be given 
why it ſhould be left out of the Zebrew Text. 2, But a probable reaſon may. be 
given why-it ſhould be added in the Greek, The Fews eſteemed the Seventy Souls that 
* FM Ln Wie Egypt, beyond tbe Seventy Nations of the World. This arrogant Define 
| þ muſt needs expoſe *em to hatred and danger amongft the Gentiles, 'To avoid: this, . 
the Interpreters added another Cainay, and five ſouls to thoſe Lxx in Facob's retinue. 
They took care that the Gentiles ſhould not in- the Greek Bibles fiad exaQtly the Lxx 
Nations in'Gep. 10. but 72 of 73, (if we reckon Eliſa alſo) as alſo not 50 but 75 ſouls 
4, that wentdowh into Egypt. | 
«, The.fame aft they us'd in_De43.32.8, which. they read; according to the number of 
the"Anpels of God, whence the compariſon between the 70 ſouls and the 70 Nations 
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follow the 70, and to-inſert this addi» 


If he had mA be it, the Genres, who were only Jean, conſu the. 
Copies, mis t have call'd his Veracity in SucRipp 3..45.tD the other part, of the Ge- 
| (hich. had been extratted out, of eurekry? <S not familiarly kn 
chael ſtriving with Satan zand: 
the Apoſtle names Fannes and Fembres,(2 Tim, 3.9.) they do. not deliver. thele as- 
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red in all Hebrew Copics, the Fews themſelves being Witneſſes. 8, Fuco! 
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SOD "OOPS WARCIBAS 63+ 
Curſes upon an) that ſhou'd by: ddifion', or alteration; or aimnition” 
Inge in it. © 4tbly.. He follow'd the Lxx. to fhew-that there was mb 
a_diftinftion as was'imagined between Fews and'Gengiles, and that be wy 
fort the Gentiles concerning their roming in. See more-In thelearned'M 
T.. 488, 490, Vol.” HI: þ- 4Ot, 402, 46" 3 TIDES Rs 
'V. The Reftor has'one other Corruption to Charge the Hebrew Cali 
* 'Þ/2.' 22. 16: As 2 Lyon, inftead of, they pterced my #ands ang Beets” 
is.*24: and the Lxx- This Place (if it be a Corruption ) has noted 


the reftorer of the a rele Bibl. Venet.)” ingenuouſly confeſſes t hd 
the reading 19 or TNJ they pierced in ſome Copies,” Foban. Jaac Levite? 
few became'a Chriſtian, afhirms the ſame of a #Zebrew Pſatter that- was h 
fathers. \ Several Zebrew Bibles have borh readings YYVJ in the Textarid 
Margin, and Grorius acknowledges both to be Ancient, fo doth Dr: Ham: 

obſerves ( as Glaſſius-did before him ) that the Chald: joyns both-reading} 
dring the Place, mordentes ficut leo manus meas *, Our” Engliſh Tranflato 
the marginal reading 172 they bave pierced, as being at Liberty to chuſ& ei 
ing, and the Fews themſelves in other Places prefer-the Kerb or margin: 

Of the'two readings here no wonder-the modern Fews ſhould: prefer that w 
moft to fayour- their Cauſe. The famous and indefatigable Dan. Bomber; 

ned himſelf in - publiſhing the noble Venetian Edition of the Maſoretie Bi 
have reftpr'd the:marginat reading into the Text , but the Few that cor# 
Prels, diverted him from his Intention, by threatning to hinder the'Sale} 
pies among his Country-men. © The learned Glaffius,” who wasa great Cri 
Hebrew Tongue; faith that MNI as a Lyon, qught to be render 4d as'V! 
pierced, and that RI/is the 134. plar. prefer in Xa of 3) but in an 
Form,” being inſerted, as 4s-Vſual in. other Words, and;? put in the end 
Fyr. 10: 44. NI $hey bad taken or ON!) He refers to more 'ExamplesY 
kind, as in Fer, 50s 11+ and he calls this Letter, as Brixioms and other: 

before him, not Foil but a-diminurive Vait, which is therefore thus 'W 16 


” 


<lare inuat clavorum. Chriſti, fligmaia : To.fignify the Marks of ths Nails: 


Hands and Feet, Hence it is written in Codregiis SI as if hac ” Bed 
uf 1 asit in Fer. 50. it. four ſeveral Times, and ſo 'it is aſed in'other Þ 
Thus I have. Vindicated the Zebrew Bibles, and our Engliſh Bibles," wh 
Tranſlation of *em, from the Corruprions with which the 'Refor hath thou 
reproachthem. I defire the Reader to confider whether this Gentlemand 
be Cretited in -RefleRzons upon the Difſenters, who ſo vilely Reflett# oh Þ 
Bibles,which he wou'd have us believe are Corrupted by the Fei in mater} 
efpecjally in Pſ. 96. 10. Ger. 11. 12. and in the Chronology, in which ab 
Years are loft.” So that according to theſe Corrupt Bibles we cannot. provet 
15'come.in' the Fleſh, for the World'minft be 6000: Years "old 'when:Chxi 
come. {. if we may believe the Rettor ) but according'to our Engiſh i 
but above [4000 Years old. when he was” 'Botn. fn ſhort » the 
brought us to this paſs, errher we muſt rejett the. Authority of our Engle 
Point of Chronology .) or dery thaz Chriſt is come in the Fleſh.” Chrifhs 
come'rill' the World was 6000 Years vid, as the. Rettor tells' us, and at 
vur” Ergliſh.Bibles, it & not 60H Years old'to this Day. Mr. Gippes -A 
tron to the Chriſtian Cauſe, which is as* much obliged to him as the 
Speak out your Mind, fweet Sjr,* ſhall we'burn'our, Corrupt Bibles || that 
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yon pleaſe, good Mr. peetor but” 1 anr.ſatisfied the Church of Brnptondandt 

thren the Diſemer?,” will neithet-remo nee elicie Chriftianity, ot xheir-Bil 
. *-Duplex fuit aniquttus letio, Grot, in loc. Þ Vid. Glas. de-Seripe. 
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